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Background

This application kit provides information concerning the Drug Court Training and Technical
Assistance Program.  This program supports the Drug Court Grant Program as described in Title
I, Subchapter XII-J of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C.
§ 3796ii et seq.,  and in regulations published by the Department of Justice, 28 C.F.R. pt. 93. 
Section 2209 of  42 U.S.C. § 3796ii et seq. authorizes the Attorney General to provide technical
assistance and training through the use of grants or other cooperative arrangements with other
entities.  Both programs are administered by the Drug Courts Program Office (DCPO), Office of
Justice Programs (OJP), U.S. Department of Justice.

The Drug Court Grant Program

Title I, Subchapter XII-J of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act, as amended, 42
U.S.C. § 3796ii et seq. authorizes the Attorney General to make grants to States, State courts,
local courts, units of local government, and Indian tribal governments for the establishment of
drug courts. The Drug Court Grant Program addresses the increasing number of nonviolent,
substance-abusing adult and juvenile offenders, who contribute to the pervasive problems of
prison overcrowding, and the high recidivism rate for those offenders.  The grantees may act
directly or through agreements with other public or private entities.  The appropriation for this
program is $30 million for fiscal year (FY) 1998.

Grant programs funded under Title I, Subchapter XII-J of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe
Streets Act, as amended, 42 U.S.C. § 3796ii et seq. will target nonviolent offenders and involve

1. Continuing judicial supervision over nonviolent substance-abusing offenders
and

2. The integrated administration of other sanctions and services in any program,
which must include the following:

a. Mandatory periodic testing for controlled substances or other addictive
substances during any period of supervised release or probation;

b. Substance abuse treatment for all participants;

c. Diversion, probation, or other supervised release with the possibility of
prosecution, confinement, or incarceration for noncompliance with
program requirements or failure to show satisfactory progress; and

d. Programmatic offender management, and aftercare services such as
relapse prevention, health care, education, vocational training, job
placement,
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housing placement, and child care or other family support services for
participants who require such services.

For this program, the term �drug court� is a specially designed court calendar or docket (a
separate or special jurisdiction court is neither necessary nor encouraged),  the purpose of
which is to leverage the coercive power of the criminal justice system: 

to reduce recidivism and substance abuse among nonviolent adult and juvenile offenders;
and 

to increase the likelihood of successful rehabilitation through early, continuous, and
intensive judicially supervised treatment, mandatory periodic drug testing, and the use of
graduated sanctions and other rehabilitative services.

On July 11, 1998,  the President announced the FY 1998 grant program.  More than 150
jurisdictions are receiving grants totaling over $26 million to plan, implement, or enhance a drug
court.  For a complete list of the FY 1998 grants, see Appendix H.
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The FY 1998 Drug Court Training and
Technical Assistance Program

Overview

As discussed in the Background section, drug courts represent a fundamental change in the way
courts address substance-abusing offenders.  Drug treatment courts leverage the coercive power
of the criminal justice system to enforce abstinence among and alter the behavior of
drug-involved offenders. This approach requires criminal justice system and treatment system
professionals to step outside of traditional practices and procedures to achieve a nonadversarial,
problem-solving approach to the substance-abusing offender. 

The FY 1998 Training and Technical Assistance Program builds upon the foundation of the FY
1995�FY 1997 Training and Technical Assistance Programs.  As in those programs, applicants
are encouraged to collaborate with other organizations.  While many courts and treatment
providers are interested in the drug court concept, they may have little experience with the
rethinking and effort required to implement this approach to managing offenders.  Additionally,
court administrators and judges have difficulty identifying the questions to ask about the drug
courts’ impact, as pointed out in the recent General Accounting Office (GAO) report on drug
courts.  These issues can best be addressed through training and technical assistance that
promote and support best practices in the development, implementation, evaluation, and
institutionalization of drug courts.  Technical assistance and training will be available for
jurisdictions new to the drug court concept and to support those jurisdictions that have already
implemented drug courts.



4

For FY 1998, DCPO announces the availability of training and technical assistance cooperative
agreements in the following categories:

FY 1998 Drug Court Training and Technical Assistance Program

TYPE 
AWARD

 AMOUNT
 UP TO 

     1. Clearinghouse and Technical Assistance Initiative $950,000

     2. Training Conference Initiative $900,000

     3. Practitioner-Based Training Initiative $500,000

     4. Tribal Drug Court Training and Technical Assistance
         Initiative

 $450,000

     5. Juvenile Drug Court Training and Technical Assistance
         Initiative

$600,000

     6. Evaluation and Management Information System
         Training and Technical Assistance Initiative    

$700,000

Applicants for this program may apply for any portion of the available funds and may propose to
provide training and/or technical assistance under all or part of any of the initiatives.  For
example, an applicant may propose to provide all or part of the Clearinghouse and Technical
Assistance Initiative as well as all or part of any other initiative.  Collaborative efforts and
consortiums of providers are encouraged. 
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Clearinghouse and Technical Assistance Initiative

Purpose

To provide technical assistance to jurisdictions developing adult drug courts; to strengthen
existing adult drug courts; to provide the field with state-of-the-art information and resources on
what works when treating substance-abusing adult offenders in a drug court; and to collect,
analyze, and disseminate information and data on all drug courts (adult, juvenile, and tribal) 
nationally.

Up to $950,000 is available for this initiative for an 18-month period.   Applicants are urged to
request a realistic sum, not necessarily the maximum award.

Background

Interest in drug courts has become widespread.  It is anticipated that approximately 375 drug
courts will be operational by the end of 1998.   By developing a technical assistance program
and maintaining a clearinghouse, DCPO will endeavor to support the needs of drug court
practitioners.  This function serves as a critical mouthpiece for drug court best practices.

As of June 1, 1998, there were 275 operational adult drug courts and 43 juvenile or family drug
courts operating nationwide.  Even though juvenile drug courts present unique challenges not
encountered in adult drug courts, interest in juvenile drug courts is increasing. There has also
been increased interest in drug courts among Native American tribes. For further information on
the drug court movement, see Appendix E.

The Attorney General has delegated responsibility for administering the Local Law Enforcement
Block Grant (LLEBG) Program to the Bureau of Justice Assistance (BJA). Public Law 105-119
makes funds available for 7 specific program purpose areas; drug courts represent one of these
areas.  To provide training and technical assistance to jurisdictions that receive LLEBG funding
for drug courts, BJA has joined with DCPO on this section of the application kit.  BJA
contributes $100,000 of the $950,000 available to support this effort.  For further information on
the LLEBG Program, see Appendix G.

Goals 

The goals of this clearinghouse and technical assistance initiative are to:

1. Assist communities in developing effective adult drug court teams, engaging multiple
systems, and designing and developing drug courts that include all of the 10 key
components of effective drug courts. (See Defining Drug Courts: The Key Components,
available through the NCJRS Clearinghouse at 1-800-421-6770 or through the DCPO
home page at http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/dcpo.
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2. Provide all drug court programs across the United States with specific resources and
knowledge to increase their ability to operate effectively and to work effectively with
substance-abusing offenders.

3. Increase communication and sharing of information among all drug courts.

Objectives

The six primary objectives of this initiative are to:

1. Provide the drug court field with comprehensive and current information on
drug court activity.

2. Provide technical assistance to adult drug courts that is based on the experience
of drug court practitioners as well as on expert knowledge.

3. Develop quality publications and other tools for the drug court field.

4. Provide information on the effectiveness of all drug courts through the analysis
of evaluation data submitted by DCPO grantees (see Appendix D).

5. Provide an assessment, early in the grant period, of the implementation progress
of the 52 drug courts that received DCPO implementation funding in FY 1998.

6. Develop a training program to educate technical assistance providers and
trainers about Defining Drug Courts: The Key Components.  

Targeted Populations

Priority is given to communities that receive funding from the DCPO and the LLEBG Program.
 
Strategy

DCPO will select one or more organizations to implement the Clearinghouse and Technical
Assistance Initiative and will award cooperative agreement for 18 months.  Applicants must
clearly demonstrate experience in providing peer-to-peer and expert technical assistance to
jurisdictions interested in developing or improving drug courts; develop a marketing plan for
service delivery; demonstrate the ability to recruit appropriate drug court experts, including
treatment experts and drug court criminal justice experts;  the capacity to collect, analyze, and
disseminate information; demonstrate the experience and ability to produce quality publications;
and a willingness to work with all DCPO technical assistance providers.  Specifically, the
clearinghouse and technical assistance design must reflect knowledge of existing drug court
literature and research on drug courts and substance abuse treatment. Successful applicants will
be expected to design programs based on the guidance of the technical assistance provider
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meeting.

Applicants for this initiative may apply for any portion of the available funds and may propose
to provide training and/or technical assistance under all or part of any of the other initiatives.
For example, an applicant may propose to provide all or part of the Clearinghouse and Technical
Assistance Initiative, as well as all or part of any other initiative.  Collaborative efforts and
consortiums of providers are encouraged. 

The proposal must include the following major elements:

a description of how goals and objectives will be achieved;

a description of the quantitative and qualitative measures that will indicate progress in
meeting the objectives;

a detailed description of how the Clearinghouse and Technical Assistance Initiative will
be implemented and operated, including a description of data collection, compilation,
and dissemination methods;

a description of the way in which technical assistance providers will be chosen,
assigned, and evaluated for quality service; and

a description of the work products that will be produced by the clearinghouse and those
that will be produced by technical assistance providers.

The description of technical assistance capability must describe the issue areas for which
assistance will be made available. 

Deliverables

A listserv for sharing information among all drug court programs.  Due within the first 2
months of the award.

A system for delivering technical assistance to DCPO and LLEBG adult drug court
grantees that incorporates the key components/elements of a drug court, including the
identification of key consultants in all relevant areas.  The technical assistance should
be innovative and varied in concept and approach.  Description of the system due within
the first 3 months of the award.

A database on all drug courts, with a specific capability to support the collection of the
Drug Court Grantee Data Collection Survey (see Appendix D).  The awardee will also
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develop the capacity to prepare reports and publications on the data.  The database must
be operational within the first 3 months of the award.

A protocol for conducting on-site assessments of the 52 DCPO FY 1998 implementation
grantees through the use of drug court practitioners.  The assessments are to be
completed within the first 4 months of the award.  See Appendix H for a list of grants.

Various technical assistance publications for the field to disseminate technical
assistance findings and clearinghouse information nationwide.

A plan for convening a meeting of drug court practitioners and technical assistance
providers to review and rethink the methods for providing effective technical assistance
and training to the drug court (adult, juvenile, and tribal) field.  The meeting should be
held within the first 2 months of the award.   A summary of the meeting is to be
prepared within a month of the conclusion of the meeting.

An outline of a training program for technical assistance providers and trainers on
Defining Drug Courts: The Key Components.  A strategy for delivering the training.  All
deliverables are to be completed within 6 months of the award.

A description of the way in which technical assistance providers will be chosen,
assigned, and evaluated for quality service.  The description of technical assistance
capability must describe the issue areas for which assistance will be made available. 

Note: Applications must include all items listed under the section entitled �Application
Checklist� on page 115.  Applicants are encouraged to be realistic in estimating the cost
of deliverables and in outlining the implementation schedule.
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Training Conference Initiative

Purpose

To provide intensive training for adult drug court grantees to support the effective development
of new drug courts and to strengthen existing drug courts, consistent with the key
components/elements of effective drug courts.

Up to $900,000 is available for this initiative for an 18-month period.   Applicants are urged to
request a realistic sum, not necessarily the maximum award.

Background

Interest in drug courts has become widespread.  It is anticipated that approximately 375 drug
courts will be operational in 1998.  As of June 1, 1998, there were 275 adult drug courts and 43
juvenile or family drug courts operational nationally. Even though juvenile drug courts present
unique challenges not encountered in adult drug courts, interest in juvenile drug courts is
increasing.  In addition, there has also been increased interest in drug courts among Native
American tribes.  For further information on the drug court movement, see Appendix E. For
information on the FY 1998 drug court grants, see Appendix H.

The Attorney General delegated responsibility for administering the LLEBG  program to BJA.
Public Law 105-119 makes funds available for 7 specific program purpose areas; drug courts
represent one of these areas. To provide training and technical assistance to those jurisdictions
that receive LLEBG funding for drug courts, BJA has joined with DCPO on this section of the
application kit.  BJA contributes $100,000 of the $900,000 available to support this effort.  For
further information on the LLEBG Program, see Appendix G.

Goal

To provide training programs that incorporate the key components/elements of effective drug
courts and that assist DCPO and LLEBG adult drug court grantees in developing, implementing,
and improving drug courts.

Objectives

The objectives of this training initiative are to:

Assess the training needs of DCPO/LLEBG adult drug court grantees

Teach and demonstrate the importance of the key components of adult drug courts
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Strengthen the drug court team’s capacity to work together and expand the team
membership

 
Foster practitioner-to-practitioner training

Provide maximum networking opportunities

Develop training agendas that reflect state-of-the art knowledge about adult drug courts.

Target Population / Types of Conferences

Training will be targeted to the following groups of DCPO (for a list of DCPO grantees, see
Appendix H)  and LLEBG grantees (a list is not available at time of printing).  DCPO grantees
are required to use their grant funds to attend one or more conferences depending on the type of
grant they received.  LLEBG grantees will be invited to attend.  Grantee trainings for juvenile
and tribal drug courts will be provided under those respective specialized initiatives herein.

Planning grantees are required to attend two 3-day workshops. (The 6 days may be
distributed among three workshops that are 1 day, 2 days, and 3 days, respectively.)  The
purpose of the workshops is to provide the planning grantees with the fundamentals of
drug court operation.  The programs will include observing a drug court, planning
assistance, and networking with other drug court grantees and drug courts.  Additional
training about more specific topics such as drug court structures,  treatment modalities,
and developing evaluations is more appropriately provided after the planning team has
had some time to work together and progress through the planning process. The
workshops foster continuity among the planning team and ensure a successful outcome
for the planning process.  Workshops must accommodate teams of at least five persons
from approximately 70 jurisdictions.  This is separate from and in addition to the
Practitioner-Based Training Initiative.

Implementation grantees are required to attend one 3-day conference. The drug court
team (the judge, prosecutor, defense attorney, treatment provider, and drug court
coordinator) is required to attend the program.  The goal of the conference is to assist
grantees in implementing a drug court that is based on the key components/elements of a
drug court.  Conferences must accommodate teams of at least five persons from
approximately 70 to 80 jurisdictions.

 
�� Enhancement grantees are required to attend one 3-day conference. The drug court

team (the judge, prosecutor, defense attorney, treatment provider, and drug court
coordinator) is required to attend the program.  The goal of the workshop is to help
grantees further the development of their drug court and ensure that the drug court is
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based on the key components/elements of a drug court.   Conferences must accommodate
teams of at least five persons from approximately 30 to 40 jurisdictions.  

Drug court treatment providers will meet to share experiences and expertise during a
2- to 3-day forum.   The goal of the meeting will be to give drug court treatment
providers the opportunity to share program ideas and work out problems together. 
Approximately 150 persons would attend the meeting. A report summarizing the meeting
will be required 1 month after the meeting.

Drug court coordinators will be trained in their duties and responsibilities in drug
court.  A curriculum will be developed for a training program for court coordinators that
can be repeated on a regular basis both nationally and at the State level. The first
program should train approximately 30 to 50 coordinators.  

Drug court applicants with deficiencies in their applications that were identified by
reviewers will be asked to attend a 1- or 1½-day technical assistance meeting.  The goal
of this meeting will be to help applicants address application deficiencies.  Both adult
and juvenile drug court implementation issues must be addressed for approximately 25 to
30 jurisdictions.

Strategy

DCPO will enter into a cooperative agreement with one or more organizations to implement the
Training Conference Initiative.   The three primary levels of drug court grants require the
development of comprehensive training programs that are geared to the appropriate experience
and knowledge level of the grantees who are at various stages of development and
implementation of drug courts.  Some of these grants will be made to multiple jurisdictions, so
the training must address regional, statewide, and multijurisdictional approaches, as well as
single jurisdiction efforts.  Applicants must demonstrate a thorough knowledge of drug courts;
knowledge of  adult education techniques; experience with conference planning and logistics;
and a willingness to work with all DCPO technical assistance providers.

Applicants for this initiative may apply for any portion of the available funds and may propose
to provide training and/or technical assistance under all or any of the other initiatives. For
example, an applicant may propose to provide all or part of the Training Conference Initiative,
as well as all or part of any other initiative.  Collaborative efforts and consortiums of providers
are encouraged. 

The proposal must include the following major elements:

a description of how goals and objectives will be achieved;
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a description of the quantitative and qualitative measures that will indicate progress in
meeting the objectives;

a description of the training techniques that will be used;

a description of the conference planning process that will be used;

a draft agenda or conference plan for each type of conference to be developed;

a comprehensive plan for identifying appropriate trainers and faculty, and for orienting
those trainers to their responsibilities for each conference; and

a demonstration of the grantee’s ability to handle every aspect of conference logistics,
from choosing appropriate meeting space to on-site meeting support (including a
description of the level of staff support available for these meetings and conferences).  

a strategy for the coordination and review of the curriculum.  Conduct at least 1 training. 
Evaluate the training(s).  

Deliverables

A tentative schedule for  when and where each workshop or conference will be held over
an 18-month period from the award date, due in the first month of the award.  The final
schedule is due in the third month of award.

A time line for each conference, showing deadlines for finalizing the hotel contract,
identifying faculty, and finalizing the agenda.  Due within the first 2 months of the
award.

An outline for the series of planning grantee workshops, showing the objectives of each
meeting and outlining the material to be covered at each workshop.  Due within the first
2 months of the award. The first conference must be conducted within the first 3 months
of the award.

A plan for faculty training.  Due within the first 2 months of the award.

Talking points that will be used by practitioners in each section of the planning
workshop agendas. Due 30 days before the first planning grantee workshop.

Final agendas for each conference, collaboratively developed with DCPO staff and a
planning committee of grantees (for the 3 grantee conferences).  Due at least 45 days
before each conference.
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A plan for developing the drug court coordinator curriculum and training program.  A
report summarizing the training and evaluations.  All deliverables are to be completed
within the first 12 months of the award.

All applicants must show evidence that their staffing levels are sufficient to carry out the above
tasks in a timely manner and with the appropriate level of expertise.

Note: Applications must include all items listed under the section entitled �Application
Checklist� on page 115.  Applicants are encouraged to be realistic in estimating the cost
of deliverables and in outlining the implementation schedule.
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Practitioner-Based Training Initiative

Purpose

To provide practitioner-based training and assistance to help jurisdictions develop and strengthen
drug courts, based on the key components/elements of effective drug courts and on the
experience of practitioners in the field.  

Up to $500,000 is available for this initiative for an 18-month period.   Applicants are urged to
request a realistic sum, not necessarily the maximum award.

Background

Interest in drug courts has become widespread.  It is anticipated that approximately 375 drug
courts will be operational in 1998.  As of June 1, 1998, there were 275 adult drug courts and 43
juvenile or family drug courts operating nationwide. Even though juvenile drug courts present
unique challenges not encountered in adult drug courts, interest in juvenile drug courts is
increasing. There has also been increased interest in drug courts among Native American tribes. 
For further information on the drug court movement, see Appendix E.  For further information on
the FY 1998 drug court grants, see Appendix H.

Practitioner-based training facilitates learning and sharing among local drug court practitioners.  
Drug courts that have adopted the key components/elements of effective drug courts agree to host
visits and share experience and expertise with people from other jurisdictions who are at various
stages of implementing drug courts.  Visitors observe the drug court in action and then participate
in facilitated discussions with the local drug court practitioners and with each other.  This form of
technical assistance maximizes the benefit of shared experience among local drug court
practitioners.  

Goal 

The goal of this initiative is to design a system that fosters the development of drug courts
through direct observation of existing drug courts and dialogue with drug court practitioners.

Objectives

The objectives of this initiative are to:

Develop a practitioner-based training network that coordinates visits to specially selected
drug courts and develops training programs at those courts, while  minimizing the burden
on the host drug courts.
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Assist communities in developing effective drug court teams and an effective, operational
drug court that follows the key components/elements of a drug court.

Increase communication and sharing of information among drug courts.

Develop a training agenda for DCPO FY 1998 planning grantees that fosters learning and
networking with mentor courts.

Targeted Populations

Priority is given to communities that receive funding from DCPO.  In addition, training will be
administered for groups of DCPO planning grantees.
 
Strategy

DCPO will select one or more organizations to implement the Practitioner-Based Training
Initiative, and a cooperative agreement will be awarded for 18 months.  Applicants must clearly
demonstrate an ability to develop a meaningful agenda that addresses the needs of the visitors, an
ability to provide logistical support to the host drug courts, and a willingness to work with all
DCPO technical assistance providers.   Applicants are expected to set up a system of protocols
for arranging visits to each host drug court and to develop training agendas with the hosts for
small or large visits.  The strategy must ensure a prompt response to requests to visit a court and
incorporate a system for minimizing the burden on the host court.  Applicants must develop a
marketing plan for the delivery of the training.

Applicants for this program may apply for any portion of the funds available and may propose to
provide training and/or technical assistance under all or part of any of the other initiatives. For
example, an applicant may propose to provide all or part of the Practitioner-Based Training
Initiative, as well as all or part of any other initiative.  Collaborative efforts and consortiums of
providers are encouraged. 

The major elements of the proposal must include the following:

a description of how goals and objectives will be achieved;

a detailed description of how the program will be implemented, including how sites will
be selected, how logistics will be arranged in a way that minimizes the burden to host
courts, the strategy for responding promptly to requests for visits, and a sample visit
agenda; and

a description of the quantitative and qualitative measures by which progress in meeting
the objectives will be addressed.



17

Specifically, the practitioner-based training design must focus on best practices as described in 
existing literature and research on drug courts and substance abuse treatment.  Host drug courts
must demonstrate best practices in court operation and treatment; must exhibit a variety of drug
court structures and sizes; and represent adult, juvenile, and tribal drug courts.  The applicant is
expected to choose appropriate hotel and meeting space for all visits in consultation with the host
courts and to prepare all meeting materials such as agendas, name tags, and court descriptions. 

Deliverables

A protocol for nominating drug courts to serve as training sites. Due within the first
month of the award. The training sites must incorporate the key components/elements of
effective drug courts; be geographically diverse; and serve adults, juveniles, and Native
Americans.

A plan for providing training and feedback for host courts. Due within the first 3 months
of the award.

Nationwide dissemination plan about practitioner-based training. During the project
period, the grantee will produce publications for the field.

A plan for the planning grantee workshops showing the objectives of each meeting and
outlining the material to be covered.  Due within the first 2 months of the award.  This is
separate from and in addition to the conferences under the Training Conference Initiative. 
 DCPO planning grantees have funding to attend this workshop.

A tentative schedule showing when and where each planning grant workshop will be held
during the 12-month period following the award date.  Due in the first month of the
award.  Final schedule due in the third month of the award.

A time line for each conference, showing deadlines for finalizing the hotel contract,
identifying faculty, and finalizing the agenda.  Due within the first 3 months of the award.

Note: Applications must include all items listed under the section entitled �Application
Checklist� on page 115.  Applicants are encouraged to be realistic in estimating the cost
of deliverables and in outlining the implementation schedule.



18



19



20

Tribal Drug Court Training and Technical Assistance Initiative

Purpose

To provide technical assistance and training to assist jurisdictions in developing tribal (adult
and/or juvenile) drug courts and strengthening existing tribal drug courts, and to provide the
field with state-of-the-art information and resources on effective treatments for substance-
abusing offenders in a tribal drug court.

Up to $450,000 is available for this initiative for an 18-month period.   Applicants are urged to
request a realistic sum, not necessarily the maximum award.

Background

Because tribal justice systems and the reservation settings are  unique, special training on how to
plan a tribal drug court must be developed, and specialized assistance for implementing a tribal
drug court must be offered.  Technical  assistance providers must be knowledgeable about tribal
justice systems and Native American culture as well as about drug court philosophy and
procedures.  Intensive, on-site technical assistance will be necessary to support implementation
efforts.

 
In FY 1995, DCPO awarded four grants totaling $118,615 to Native American tribes.  In FY
1996 and FY 1997, DCPO awarded a total of  20 grants to Native American tribes.   Tribal
grantees are located in the States of Arizona, Alabama, Alaska, Montana, Maine, North
Carolina, Idaho, South Dakota, North Dakota, Oregon, Oklahoma, and Washington.  In FY
1998, DCPO awarded $2.3 million.  For information on the FY 1998 drug court tribal grantees,
see Appendix H.  For information on the drug court movement, see Appendix E.

Goal 

To assist Native American communities in developing and implementing effective tribal drug
court programs that reduce recidivism and improve abstinence.

Objectives

The objectives of this initiative are to:

Develop a training program for trainers and technical assistance providers to serve the
Native  American community.

Develop curriculums that use specially trained faculty to train Native American teams in
planning and implementing drug courts that effectively fit into tribal justice systems and
Native American communities.
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Train Native American DCPO grantees.

Develop a specialized strategy for providing on-site technical assistance to Native
American tribes that have attended the specialized drug court training program.  

Increase communication and sharing of information among tribal drug courts.

Targeted Populations

Priority is given to communities that received funding from DCPO.
 
Strategy

DCPO will select one or more organizations to implement the Tribal Drug Court Training and
Technical Assistance Initiative, and a cooperative agreement will be awarded for 18 months. 
Applicants must clearly demonstrate experience in developing specialized curriculums for the
Native American community; experience in providing peer-to-peer and expert technical
assistance to Native American tribes interested in developing or improving drug courts; the
ability to recruit the appropriate drug court and Native American experts, including treatment
experts and drug court criminal/juvenile justice experts; the experience and ability to produce
quality publications; and a willingness to work with all DCPO technical assistance providers. 
Applicants must develop a marketing plan for service delivery.

Applicants for this program may apply for any portion of the available funds and may propose to
provide training and/or technical assistance under all or part of any of the other initiatives. For
example, an applicant may propose to provide all or part of the Tribal Drug Court Training and
Technical Assistance Initiative, as well as all or part of any other initiative.  Collaborative
efforts and consortiums of providers are encouraged. 

The proposal must include the following major elements:

a description of how goals and objectives will be achieved;

a description of the quantitative and qualitative measures by which progress in meeting
the objectives will be addressed;

a description of the training techniques that will be used;

a description of the conference planning process that will be used;

a comprehensive plan for identifying appropriate trainers and faculty and for orienting
those trainers in their responsibilities for each conference; 
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a demonstration of the grantee’s ability to handle every aspect of training logistics, from
choosing appropriate meeting space to on-site meeting support (including a description
of  the level of staff support available for these meetings and conferences); and

a description of the way in which technical assistance providers will be chosen, assigned,
and evaluated for quality service.  The description of technical assistance capability must
describe the issue areas for which assistance will be made available. 

Deliverables

Curriculums that use specially trained faculty to train Native American teams in
planning and implementing drug courts that effectively fit into tribal justice systems and
Native American communities.  A strategy for the coordination and review of the
curriculum.  The curriculums will first be developed for DCPO grantees.  (See section on
Training Conference Initiative for a description of DCPO grantee training requirements.) 
Due 45 days before conducting the first training program.

Curriculum for training trainers and technical assistance providers in drug court
philosophy and in Native American justice systems and cultures.  A strategy for the
coordination and review of the curriculum.  Due within the first 2 months of the award.

A listserv for sharing information among tribal drug court programs. Due within the first
2 months of the award.

A specialized strategy for providing on-site technical assistance to Native American
tribes that have attended the specialized drug court training programs. Due within the
first 3 months of the award.  The strategy should describe how consultants will be chosen
and trained and the type of technical assistance that will be provided  to assist in the drug
court implementation process.

Specialized Native American drug court publications for the field.

Note: Applications must include all items listed under the section entitled �Application
Checklist� on page 115.  Applicants are encouraged to be realistic in estimating the cost
of deliverables and in outlining the implementation schedule.
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Juvenile Drug Court Training and Technical Assistance Initiative

Purpose

To provide technical assistance and training to help jurisdictions develop juvenile drug courts, to
strengthen existing juvenile drug courts, to provide the field with state-of-the-art information
and resources on effective treatments for substance-abusing juvenile offenders in a juvenile drug
court, and to communicate best practices to the field.

Up to $600,000 is available for this initiative for an 18-month period.   Applicants are urged to
request a realistic sum, not necessarily the maximum award.

Background

The populations and caseloads of most juvenile courts in the country have changed dramatically
during the past decade.  Both the delinquent acts and the dependency matters being handled
have become far more complex, with more serious and violent criminal activity and escalating
degrees of substance abuse.  During the past 3 years, an increasing number of jurisdictions have
tried to determine how the experiences of adult drug courts might be adapted by juvenile courts
to deal more effectively with the increasing number of substance-abusing juvenile offenders.

As of June 1, 1998, there were 34 juvenile drug courts in operation and 38 jurisdictions in the
planning process.  Interest in juvenile drug courts has risen dramatically during the past year. 
To facilitate the development of juvenile drug courts and to meet the training and technical
assistance needs of these courts, the DCPO is coordinating with  the Office of Juvenile Justice
and Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP).  Juvenile drug court technical assistance and training
provided under this cooperative agreement will serve DCPO and OJJDP juvenile drug court
grantees.

DCPO funded $7.7 million in juvenile drug court activity between FY 1995 and FY 1997; this
includes 23 planning grants, 14 implementation grants, and 7 enhancement grants for juvenile
drug court activity.  In FY 1998, DCPO awarded $5.1 million.  For information on FY 1998
juvenile drug court grantees, see Appendix H.

The Attorney General has delegated responsibility for administering the Juvenile Accountability
Incentive Block Grants (JAIBG) program to OJJDP.  Public Law 105-119 and the
Appropriations Act make funds available for 18 specific program purpose areas.  Juvenile drug
courts represent one of the 12 areas.  To provide training and technical assistance to jurisdictions
that receive JAIBG funding in the area of juvenile drug courts,  OJJDP has joined with DCPO on
this section of the application kit.  OJJDP contributes $100,000 of the $500,000 available to
support this effort.  For further information on JAIBG, see Appendix F.
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Juvenile drug courts present unique challenges not encountered in the adult drug court
environment.  Among these are the following:

Addressing the needs of families, especially families with substance abuse problems.

 Counteracting the negative influences of peers, gangs, and family members.

 Motivating juvenile offenders to alter their behavior.

The development of juvenile drug courts, therefore,  requires special strategies to address these
issues.  The following are characteristics common to these special strategies:

Earlier and more comprehensive intake assessments.

Greater focus on the functioning of the juvenile and the juvenile’s family throughout the
juvenile court process.

Greater coordination among the court, the treatment community, the school system, and
other community agencies in responding to the needs of the juvenile and the court.

Active and continuous judicial supervision of the juvenile’s case and treatment process.

Attention paid to the stages of adolescent development when designing appropriate
substance abuse treatment services.

Goal 

To assist communities in planning and implementing effective juvenile drug court programs that
reduce juvenile delinquency and improve abstinence.

Objectives

The objectives of this training and technical assistance initiative are to:

Assist communities in developing effective juvenile drug court teams, in engaging
multiple systems, and in designing and implementing juvenile drug courts.

Provide juvenile drug court programs across the United States with specific resources
and knowledge to strengthen their ability to operate effectively and to increase their
ability to work effectively with substance-abusing juvenile offenders.

Train DCPO grantees.
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Promote juvenile drug court best practices by developing curriculums for training both
juvenile drug court teams and the trainers of those teams, and by developing publications
for the field.

Increase communication and sharing of information among juvenile drug courts.

Targeted Populations

Priority is given to communities that receive funding for juvenile drug court activity from either
DCPO or OJJDP.
 
Strategy

DCPO will enter into a cooperative agreement with one or more organizations to implement the
Juvenile Drug Court Training and Technical Assistance Initiative.  Applicants must clearly
demonstrate experience in developing specialized curriculums for the juvenile justice
community; experience in providing peer-to-peer and expert technical assistance to
communities interested in developing or improving drug courts; the ability to recruit the
appropriate juvenile drug court experts, including substance abuse treatment, family therapy,
and juvenile justice experts; the experience and ability to produce quality publications; and the
willingness to work with all DCPO technical assistance providers.  Applicants must develop a
marketing plan for service delivery.

Applicants for this initiative may apply for any portion of the funds available and may propose
to provide training and/or technical assistance under all or part of any of the other initiatives.
For example, an applicant can propose to provide all or part of the Juvenile Drug Court Training
and Technical Assistance Initiative, as well as all or part of any other purpose area. 
Collaborative efforts and consortiums of providers are encouraged. 

The proposal must include the following major elements:

a description how goals and objectives will be achieved;

a description of the quantitative and qualitative measures that will indicate progress in
meeting the objectives;

a description of the training techniques that will be used;

a description of the training planning process that will be used;

a draft agenda or training plan for each type of training program to be developed;
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a comprehensive plan for identifying appropriate trainers and faculty and for orienting
those trainers in their responsibilities for each training; and 

a demonstration of the grantee’s ability to handle every aspect of training logistics, from
choosing appropriate meeting space to on-site meeting support (including a description
of  the level of staff support available for these meetings and conferences).  

Specifically, the training and technical assistance design must reflect the use of existing
literature and research on juvenile drug courts, substance abuse treatment, and family therapy
and demonstrate how the delivery and development of materials will occur, given the diversity
of juvenile drug courts.

Deliverables

A listserv for sharing information among all juvenile drug court programs. Due within
the first 2 months of the award.

Curriculum for implementing juvenile drug courts based on the Implementation Guide
for Juvenile Drug Courts being published by the Institute for Families in Society,
University of South Carolina.  The Guide will be available by October 1998. The
curriculum will be used to conduct a �training of trainers� and to train individual
jurisdictions.  The curriculum must be developed within the first 4 months after the
Guide is completed.  The training of trainers must occur within 3 months of completion
of the curriculum.

Curriculums will be used first to train DCPO grantees.  (See section on Training
Conference Initiative for a description of DCPO grantee training requirements.) 

Nationwide dissemination plan about available technical assistance. During the project
period the grantee will produce technical assistance publications to include a bulletin on
best practices in juvenile drug courts and an updated fact sheet on juvenile drug courts.

Strategy for providing on-site technical assistance to juvenile drug courts.  The strategy
should describe how consultants will be chosen and trained and the type of technical
assistance that will be provided to assist in the development or enhancement of a
juvenile drug court.  Due within the first 3 months of award.

Note: Applications must include all items listed under the section entitled �Application
Checklist� on page 115.  Applicants are encouraged to be realistic in estimating the cost
of deliverables and in outlining the implementation schedule.
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Evaluation and MIS Training and Technical Assistance Initiative

Purpose

To provide technical assistance and training to assist jurisdictions in assessing and developing
management information systems (MIS) and evaluations for all drug courts.

Up to $700,000 is available for this initiative for an 18-month period.   Applicants are urged to
request a realistic sum, not necessarily the maximum award.

Background

Monitoring and evaluating drug courts are critically important functions.  Drug court
practitioners recognize the importance of these functions, but many drug courts need
help�through education and training, technical assistance, and resource augmentation�to make
effective monitoring and evaluation a reality.  In 1997, DCPO conducted focus groups on MIS
and evaluation.  Drug court practitioners, evaluators, researchers, technical assistance providers,
court managers, MIS experts, and public health officials participated in the focus groups.  The
report of the two focus groups is contained in Drug Court Monitoring, Evaluation, and
Management Information Systems.  The proposed technical assistance and training for this
application kit must be based on the findings and recommendation of this report, which are
contained in Appendix I.

As a term and condition of a DCPO grant, jurisdictions are required to submit the Drug Court
Grantee Data Collection Survey on a semiannual basis and are required to conduct an evaluation
of the program.  A copy of the survey is in Appendix D.  If grantees must collect certain data,
the necessary technical assistance resources must be provided to develop competence among
drug court grantees.

In addition, the Attorney General delegated responsibility for administering the LLEBG
program to BJA.  Public Law 105-119 makes funds available for 7 specific program purpose
areas. Drug courts represent one of the  areas.  To provide training and technical assistance to
those jurisdictions that receive LLEBG funding in the area of drug courts, BJA has joined with
DCPO on this section of the application kit.  LLEBG contributes $300,000 of the $700,000
available to support this effort.  For further information on LLEBG, see Appendix G.

Goal 

The two primary goals of this initiative are to:

Provide drug court programs across the United States with specific resources and
knowledge to collect the data necessary to effectively monitor and evaluate the drug
court program.

� Increase communication and sharing of information about drug court evaluation and
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MIS.

Objectives

The objectives of this training and technical assistance initiative are to:

Provide the drug court field with a wide range of assistance in developing and executing
both process and impact evaluations.

Provide the drug court field with a wide range of assistance in developing drug court
MIS.

Provide specialized training in developing drug court evaluations and MIS.

Develop innovative information-sharing techniques for dissemination of information on
drug court evaluations and MIS.

Targeted Populations

Priority is given to communities that receive funding from DCPO and from the LLEBG
Program.
 
Strategy

DCPO will select one or more organizations to implement the Evaluation and MIS Training and
Technical Assistance Initiative, and will award a cooperative agreement for 18 months. 
Applicants must clearly demonstrate experience in planning training and technical assistance
programs; the ability to recruit the appropriate trainers, systems specialists, researchers, and
practitioners; and a willingness to work with all DCPO technical assistance providers. 
Interactive and hands-on approaches to the technical assistance are especially encouraged. 
Applicants must develop a marketing plan for service delivery.

Applicants for this program may apply for any portion of the funds available and may propose to
provide training and/or technical assistance under all or part of any of the other initiatives. For
example, an applicant may propose to provide all or part of the Evaluation and MIS Training
and Technical Assistance Initiative, as well as all or part of any other initiative.  Collaborative
efforts and consortiums of providers are encouraged. 

The major elements of the proposal must include:

a description how goals and objectives will be achieved,

a detailed description of how the initiative will be implemented, and
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a description of the specialized elements of MIS development and program evaluation
development for which training and assistance will be provided.

Specifically, the training and technical assistance design must reflect the use of existing
literature and research on drug courts, management information systems, and program
evaluation.

Deliverables

A needs assessment strategy to identify the training and technical assistance needs for
the initiative.  Due within the first month of award.

An instrument to conduct an �information audit� for a jurisdiction.  It will identify the
information needed for operating, monitoring, and evaluating a drug court.  Due within
3 months of the award.

A plan for a series of trainings that focus on evaluation and monitoring. Due within 2
months of the award.

A plan to disseminate information about drug court evaluations and MIS using
innovative information-sharing techniques.  Due within the first 2 months of award.

Note: Applications must include all items listed under the section entitled �Application
Checklist� on page 115.  Applicants are encouraged to be realistic in estimating the cost
of deliverables and in outlining the implementation schedule.
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General Applicant Information

Eligible Applicants

For the purposes of this application kit, eligible applicants (public and private agencies,
organizations, institutions or individuals) are limited to for-profit or nonprofit
organizations.  Private, for-profit organizations must agree to waive their fees.  An
applicant may apply for more than one category or subcategory through the submission of a
single application.  There is no limit on the number of categories or subcategories for which
an applicant may apply in a single application.  Applicants are encouraged to submit
joint applications with other eligible applicants.  All applicants must demonstrate that
they have the management and financial capabilities to effectively plan and implement
projects of the size and scope described in this application kit.  

Information for All Applicants

Applicants applying for the FY 1998 Drug Court Training and Technical Assistance
Program are urged to review the Drug Court Grant Program Fiscal Year 1998 Program
Guidelines and Application Kit and Defining Drug Courts:  The Key Components.  These
documents are available through the NCJRS Clearinghouse at 1-800-421-6770 or through
the DCPO home page at http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/dcpo. 

As a point of reference for budgeting and planning purposes, see Appendix H for a list of
FY 1998 drug court grantees.

Guiding Principles

All technical assistance and training initiatives will be developed according to the following
principles:

They will be designed and delivered in a manner that empowers jurisdictions to
implement, enhance, or improve an adult, juvenile, or tribal drug court.

They will be proactive and comprehensive.

They will be user-friendly and consumer driven.

They will use uniform protocols for assessment, delivery of training and technical
assistance, evaluation, tracking, and followup.

They will effectively and efficiently use the expertise of all the technical assistance
providers and the grantees.

They will be sensitive to diverse cultural and ethnic needs.
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Application Due Date

FY 1998 applications must be received by close of business on September 4, 1998.   An
original and two (2) unbound copies should be sent to:

Drug Courts Program Office
Office of Justice Programs

810 7th Street, N.W.
6th Floor

Washington, DC  20531
Or

For overnight express mail,
Washington, D.C. 20001

No extensions will be granted.  Faxed applications will not be accepted.  Page limits, font
size, and margins will be enforced.  Pages beyond the page limit will not be considered. 
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Programmatic Requirements

Information Page

Directions:  The first page of the application must include the following information in order: 

A.  Identifying Contact Information

1.Name
2.Agency
3.Address
4.Phone
5.Fax

6.E-mail

B.  Type of Application Submitted and Amount Requested (Note: Applicants may apply for
more than one category or subcategory of training and technical assistance.  There is no

limit.)

1.Clearinghouse and Technical Assistance
2.Training Conferences

3. Practitioner-Based Training
4. Tribal Drug Court Training and Technical Assistance

5. Juvenile Drug Court Training and Technical Assistance
6. Evaluation and MIS Training and Technical Assistance

Abstract

Directions: The second page of the application must include a one-page abstract that discusses
the goals and objectives of the application.  The abstract must not exceed one double-spaced

page, using a 12-point font and 0.5-inch margins.

Narrative

Directions:  The narrative for each initiative (i.e. Training Conference Initiative) of technical
assistance must not exceed 12 double-spaced pages, using a 12-point font and 0.5-inch
margins.  A separate narrative must be provided for each initiative. The narrative must

address the program strategy and deliverables for each initiative.
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The following criteria will be used to evaluate the narrative section:  

1. Program Approach  Applicants must concisely describe the goals of the proposed program
and convey a clear understanding of the purposes, work requirements, and expected results of
the project. In particular, applicants must demonstrate a thorough understanding of drug court

issues, the implications for policy and practice, and the importance of ethnic and cultural
competence to program success. Applicants must also address issues associated with providing

training and technical assistance to States and localities. Applicants must demonstrate a
comprehensive understanding of the existing knowledge base and research on the initiative,

including State and local practices and policies designed to address the initiative. 

2. Project Design   Applicants must detail a project design that is innovative, viable, and within
their ability to carry out. Applicants must delineate quantitative and qualitative measures by

which progress in meeting project objectives will be assessed. Applications must indicate how
project objectives and work requirements will be achieved and must describe a cohesive and

well-thought-out plan for transferring knowledge to the field about drug courts and best
practices for drug courts in the related initiative.

Work Plan

Directions:  The work plan for each initiative of technical assistance must not exceed five
double-spaced pages, using a 12-point font and 0.5-inch margins.  A separate work plan must
be provided for each initiative. The work plan must address goals, objectives, and deliverables

described in the initiative and include the tasks to be accomplished, the time line for completing
the tasks, and the percentage of time dedicated by the individuals responsible for the tasks.

Applicants must provide a full-time project manager when applying for an entire initiative. New
staff must be hired within 60 days of award.

Budget Detail Worksheet and Budget Narrative

Directions: Applicants must provide a separate budget and narrative for each initiative.  The
budget must be  detailed, reasonable, allowable, and cost-effective, and include the basis for

computing all  costs.  The budget narrative must describe and justify proposed costs.  There is no
page limit on the budget worksheet or the budget narrative.  See Appendix B for the Budget

Detail Worksheet. The budget must follow the format in Appendix B. 
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Management and Organizational Capability

Directions:   Applicants must provide a statement describing their management and
organizational capabilities.  The statement must not exceed three double-spaced pages, using
a 12-point font and 0.5-inch margins.  One statement may be submitted for all initiatives.  It

must describe the applicant’s management structure, staffing, and experience working with State
and local agencies.  It must demonstrate the ability to  implement and complete the project

successfully, efficiently, and cost-effectively. Commitments to collaborate with other
organizations must clearly and specifically show their respective project responsibilities, dollar
amounts, number of hours, and the manner in which ongoing communication and collaboration
will be managed. Proposed key project staff and consultants should have significant experience
in the areas addressed in the application. Descriptive resumes must be provided for all key staff
(Note: Resumes are not included in the page limit).  The applicant must document its ability to
implement the project, being certain to address all of the eligibility requirements. This section

should include a succinct description of organizational experience regarding the program
objectives and proposed activities.  The applicant must demonstrate a willingness to work with

other technical assistance providers. 

Proposed Format for Required Forms

Directions:   All applicants are required to submit a proposed format for the following technical
assistance activities:

1. Technical Assistance Assessment Form � to be completed by a jurisdiction. This form will
be used by the technical assistance provider to assess the jurisdiction’s technical assistance

needs.

2. Technical Assistance Approval Form � to be completed by the technical assistance
provider.  This form describes the proposed technical assistance plan for the jurisdiction and is

submitted to DCPO for approval.  

3. Technical Assistance Report � to be completed by the consultant that provided the technical
assistance to the jurisdiction.

4. Technical Assistance Evaluation � to be completed by the jurisdiction that received the
technical assistance.

5. Technical Assistance Impact Form � to be completed by the jurisdiction that received the
technical assistance to determine its impact on the jurisdiction. This form is a followup to the

Technical Assistance Evaluation. 
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Review Process and Award Information

Application Review Process

Applications submitted in response to this solicitation will be reviewed by a panel of OJP
professionals, who will make recommendations to OJP regarding the relative strengths of the

applications.  Reviewers will consider how well the applicant covers the information requested
for each program in this guideline. No appendixes will be reviewed, other than required forms

and certification, budget, budget narrative, and resumes of key staff.  The reviewers will
consider whether budgets are detailed, reasonable, and directly related to the proposed initiative. 

Priority will be given to innovative and comprehensive initiatives.   The final award decision
will be made by OJP.  OJP will then negotiate specific terms of awards with the selected

applicants.  At the conclusion of the award process, letters will be sent to all applicants notifying
them that their proposal was selected or providing the reasons why it was not selected.

Award Information

Audit Requirement

State and local governments are governed by the Single Audit Act of 1984 and OMB Circular
A-133, �Audits of State, Local Governments and Non-Profit Organizations.�  Non-Federal

entities that expend $300,000 or more in a year in Federal awards shall have a single or
program-specific audit conducted in accordance with the provisions of this circular.  This audit
must be performed in accordance with Government Auditing Standards.  The audit thresholds

contained in OMB Circular A-133 apply.

Applicants are required to provide the period of their organization’s fiscal year and the name of
their organization’s oversight Federal agency, if any,  in Block #11 of the �Application for Federal

Assistance (SF 424).�  The oversight Federal agency responsible for conducting the audit is
generally determined based on the number of Federal dollars received by the applicant from that

Federal agency.

Civil Rights

All recipients of Federal grant funds are required to comply with nondiscrimination
requirements contained in various Federal laws.  All applicants should consult the assurances to

understand the applicable legal and administrative requirements.

In the event that any court or administrative agency makes a finding of discrimination on
grounds of race, color, religion, national origin, gender, disability, or age against a recipient of
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funds after a due process hearing, the recipient must agree to forward a copy of the finding to
the Office of Civil Rights of the Office of Justice Programs.

Reporting Requirements

Categorical Assistance Progress Reports �� OJP Form 4587/1: Recipients of funding are
required to submit progress reports twice a year.  The report periods run from January 1 through

June 30 and July 1 through  December 31.  The reports are due 30 days after the end of the
report period, or no later than July 31 and January 31.  The progress reports describe the

performance of activities and the status or accomplishment of objectives during the reporting
period, as set forth in the approved application for funding.

Even when there have been no outlays in the current quarter, a report must be submitted to the
Office of the Comptroller.  A final report, which provides a summary of progress toward

achieving the goals and objectives of the award, significant results, and any products developed
under the award, is due 120 days after the end date of the award.  The Office of the Comptroller

will provide a copy of this form in the initial award package.

Financial Status Reports �� SF 269A:  Financial status reports are due quarterly on the 45th day
following the end of each calendar quarter.  A report must be submitted every quarter the award

is active.  Even when there have been no outlays in the current quarter, a report must be
submitted to the Office of the Comptroller.  The final report is due 120 days after the end date of

the award.  The Office of the Comptroller will provide a copy of this form in the initial award
package.  Future awards and fund drawdowns may be withheld if the progress and financial

status reports are delinquent.

Definition and Use of Cooperative Agreements

In general, DCPO/OJP  uses cooperative agreements to reflect the relationship between an
eligible recipient and DCPO/OJP when the principal purpose of the relationship is the transfer of
money or anything of value to accomplish a public purpose of support or stimulation authorized

by Federal statute and substantial involvement is anticipated between DCPO/OJP and the
recipient during performance of the contemplated activity.

Federal Role in Cooperative Agreements

Substantial involvement encompasses more than routine monitoring or auditing of products, or
compliance with administrative requirements.  It entails actual participation and joint efforts but

does not include direct Federal supervision or control.  For the purpose of this cooperative
agreement, the Federal role for DCPO/OJP includes the following:
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1.DCPO/OJP review and approval of the current stage of work before work begins on a
subsequent stage.

2.DCPO/OJP review and approval of substantive provisions of proposed subgrants or contracts.

3.DCPO/OJP approval of the selection of key personnel.

4.DCPO/OJP monitoring to permit specified kinds of direction or redirection of work because of
interrelationship with other projects.

Suspension or Termination of Funding

The Office of Justice Programs may suspend funding in whole or in part, terminate funding, or
impose another sanction on a recipient for the following reasons:

Failure to comply substantially with the requirements or statutory objectives of the Drug
Court’s Statute, section 2201 of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Act, 42 U.S.C.  3796ii,

program guidelines issued thereunder, or other provisions of Federal law.

Failure to make satisfactory progress toward the goals or strategies set forth in this application;

Failure to adhere to the requirements in the agreement, standard conditions, or special
conditions;

Proposing or implementing such substantial changes to the plan that, if originally submitted,
the plan would not have been selected for funding;

Failure to submit reports; or

Filing a false certification in this application or in another report or document.

Before imposing sanctions, OJP will provide reasonable notice to the recipient of its intent to
impose sanctions and will attempt informally to resolve the problem.  For purposes of the

termination of a cooperative agreement, hearing and appeal procedures will follow Department
of Justice regulations in 28 CFR Part 18.
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Appendix A
Standard Application Form (SF 424), Sample and Instructions



2. DATE SUBMITTED

3. DATE RECEIVED BY STATE

4. DATE RECEIVED BY FEDERAL AGENCY

Applicant Identifier

State Application Identifier

Federal Identifier

OMB Approval No. 0348-0043

Preapplication
      Construction

       Non-Construction

1.  TYPE OF SUBMISSION:

       Application
     Construction

     Non-Construction

APPLICATION FOR
FEDERAL ASSISTANCE

5.  APPLICANT INFORMATION

Legal Name: Organizational Unit:

Address (give city, county, state, and zip code): Name and telephone number of the person to be contacted on matters involving
this application (give area code)

6.  EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER (EIN): 7.  TYPE OF APPLICANT:  (enter appropriate letter in box)

9.  NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY:

11.  DESCRIPTIVE TITLE OF APPLICANT’S PROJECT:

8.  TYPE OF APPLICATION:

New Continuation Revision

If Revision, enter appropriate letter(s) in box(es):

A.  Increase Award B.  Decrease Award C.  Increase Duration
D.  Decrease Duration Other (specify):

10.  CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC
       ASSISTANCE NUMBER:

TITLE:

14.  CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF:

Start Date Ending Date a.  Applicant b.  Project

13.  PROPOSED PROJECT:

15.  ESTIMATED FUNDING: 16.  IS APPLICATION SUBJECT TO REVIEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372 PROCESS?

12.  AREAS AFFECTED BY PROJECT (cities, counties, states, etc.):

a.  Federal

b.  Applicant

c.  State

d.  Local

e.  Other

f.  Program Income

g.  TOTAL

$ .00

$ .00

$ .00

$ .00

$ .00

$ .00

$ .00

17.  IS THE APPLICANT DELINQUENT ON ANY FEDERAL DEBT?

Yes         If “Yes,” attach an explanation. No

18.  TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF, ALL DATA IN THIS APPLICATION/PREAPPLICATION ARE TRUE AND CORRECT, THE DOCUMENT HAS BEEN DULY

AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT WILL COMPLY WITH THE ATTACHED ASSURANCES IF THE ASSISTANCE IS AWARDED

b.  Title c.  Telephone numbera.  Typed Name of Authorized Representative

d.  Signature of Authorized Representative e.  Date Signed

Standard Form 424    (REV 4-88)
Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102

…
…

…
…

…
…

…

A.  State H.  Independent School Dist.

B.  County I.  State Controlled Institution of Higher Learning

C.  Municipal J.  Private University

D.  Township K.  Indian Tribe

E.  Interstate L.  Individual

F.  Intermunicipal M.  Profit Organization

G.  Special District N.  Other (Specify):

…
…

…
…

…
…

Previous Editions Not Usable

a.   YES.  THIS PREAPPLICATION/APPLICATION WAS MADE AVAILABLE TO THE
                STATE EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372 PROCESS FOR REVIEW ON:

                DATE

b    NO. PROGRAM IS NOT COVERED BY E.O. 12372

OR PROGRAM HAS NOT BEEN SELECTED BY STATE FOR REVIEW
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Instructions for Completion of
the Application for Federal Assistance (SF 424)

The Application for Federal Assistance is a standard form used by most Federal agencies for applications
for Federal assistance.  This form contains 18 items, all of which must be completed before your
application is reviewed.  The Office of Justice Programs (OJP) cannot accept the application without a
completed and signed SF 424.

Item 1 Type of Submission: If this proposal is not for construction or building purposes,
check the $Non-Construction# box in the application section.

Item 2 Date Submitted:  Indicate the date you sent the application to OJP.  The $Application
Identifier# is the number assigned by your jurisdiction, if any, to track applications.  If
your jurisdiction does not assign an identifier number, leave this space blank.

Item 3 Date Received by State:  Leave blank.  This block is completed by the State single
point of contact, if applicable.

Item 4 Date Received by Federal Agency:  This item will be completed by OJP.

Item 5 Applicant Information:   The $Legal Name# is the unit of government or the parent
organization.  For example, the primary or parent organization of a law enforcement
agency is the name of the city or township to which it belongs.  Thus, that city or
township should be entered into the Legal Name box and the name of the law
enforcement agency would be entered into the Organizational Unit box.  One person
should be designated the contact for the proposed project, and that person’s telephone
number should also be included.  It is not unusual for the name of the contact person to
differ from the authorized representative of your agency in Item 18 below.

Item 6 Employer Identification Number:  Each employer receives an employer
identification number from the Internal Revenue Service.  Generally, this number can
be easily obtained from your agency’s accountant or comptroller.

Item 7 Type of Applicant:  Enter the appropriate letter in this space.  If the applicant is
representing a consortium of agencies, specify by checking Block N and entering
$consortium.#

Item 8 Type of Application:  Check either $new# or $continuation.#  Check $new# if this will
be your first award for this purpose described in the application, even if you have
received prior awards for other purposes.  Check $continuation# if the project began
under a prior award number.

Item 9 Name of Federal Agency:  Type in the name of the awarding agency: Office of Justice
Programs, U.S. Department of Justice.   

Item 10 Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) Number:   For the Drug Court
Grant Program, the CFDA number is 16.585.
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Item 11 Descriptive Title of Applicants Project:  Provide the following:
(1) Title of the program as it appears in the solicitation or announcement.  In addition,
indicate the type of initiative.
(2) Applicant’s fiscal year, i.e., 12 -month audit period, such as 07/01/95%6/30/96.
(3) Name of the cognizant Federal agency, such as U.S. Department of Education. 
This is the Federal agency from which the applicant receives the most Federal funding.

Item 12 Areas Affected by Project:  Identify the geographic area(s) encompassed by the
project.  Indicate $Statewide# or $National,# if applicable.

Item 13 Proposed Project Dates:  Fill in the begin and end dates of the project.  These dates
may be adjusted by the awarding agency when the award is made.

Item 14 Congressional Districts:  Fill in the number of the congressional districts in which the
project will be located as well as the congressional district(s) the project will serve. 
Indicate $Statewide# or $National,# if applicable.

Item 15 Estimated Funding:  In line $a#, type in the amount of Federal funds requested, not to
exceed the dollar amount allocated in the program announcement.  Federal funding
cannot consist of more than 75 percent of the total project costs (line $g#).    Indicate
any other resources that will available to the project and the source of those funds on
lines $b# through $f,# as appropriate.  The applicant match must be at least 25% of the
total project costs (line $g#).

Item 16 State Executive Order 12372:  Some States (although not all) require you to submit
your application to a State $Single Point of Contact# (SPOC) to coordinate applications
for Federal funds within the State. If your State requires a copy of your application,
indicate the date it was submitted.  If a copy is not required, indicate the reason.  A list
of the State SPOCs is available in Appendix H.  Applicants must contact their State
SPOC to determine if the program has been selected for review by the State. The SPOC
is not responsible for forwarding your application to the Federal awarding agency.

Item 17 Delinquent Federal Debt:  This question applies to the applicant organization.
Categories of debt include delinquent audit disallowances, loans, and taxes.

Item 18 Authorized Representative:  Type the name of the person legally authorized to enter
into agreements on behalf of your agency.  This signature on the original application
must be signed in blue ink and/or stamped  as $original# to help us distinguish the
original from the photocopies.
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Appendix B
Budget Detail Worksheet and Sample



OMB APPROVAL NO. 1121-0188
EXPIRES 5-98 (Rev. 1/97)

Budget Detail Worksheet
Purpose: The Budget Detail Worksheet may be used as a guide to assist you in the preparation of
the budget and budget narrative. You may submit the budget and budget narrative using this form or in
the format of your choice (plain sheets, your own form, or a variation of this form). However, all
required information (including the budget narrative) must be provided. Any category of expense not
applicable to your budget may be deleted.

A. Personnel - List each position by title and name of employee, if available. Show the annual
salary rate and the percentage of time to be devoted to the project. Compensation paid for employees
engaged in grant activities must be consistent with that paid for similar work within the applicant
organization.

Name/Position Computation Cost

TOTAL__________

B. Fringe Benefits - Fringe benefits should be based on actual known costs or an established
formula. Fringe benefits are for the personnel listed in budget category (A) and only for the
percentage of time devoted to the project. Fringe benefits on overtime hours are limited to FICA,
Workman’s Compensation, and Unemployment Compensation.

Name/Position Computation Cost

TOTAL__________

Total Personnel & Fringe Benefits__________

OJP FORM 7150/1 (5-95)



C. Travel - Itemize travel expenses of project personnel by purpose (e.g., staff to training, field
interviews, advisory group meeting, etc.). Show the basis of computation (e.g., six people to 3-day
training at $X airfare, $X lodging, $X subsistence). In training projects, travel and meals for trainees
should be listed separately. Show the number of trainees and the unit costs involved. Identify the
location of travel, if known. Indicate source of Travel Policies applied, Applicant or Federal Travel
Regulations.

Purpose of Travel Location Item Computation Cost

TOTAL__________

D. Equipment - List non-expendable items that are to be purchased. Non-expendable equipment
is tangible property having a useful life of more than two years and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or
more per unit. (Note: Organization’s own capitalization policy may be used for items costing less than
$5,000). Expendable items should be included either in the “supplies” category or in the “Other”
category. Applicants should analyze the cost benefits of purchasing versus leasing equipment, espe-
cially high cost items and those subject to rapid technical advances. Rented or leased equipment costs
should be listed in the “Contractual” category. Explain how the equipment is necessary for the success
of the project. Attach a narrative describing the procurement method to be used.

Item Computation Cost

TOTAL__________



E. Supplies - List items by type (office supplies, postage, training materials, copying paper, and
expendable equipment items costing less that $5,000, such as books, hand held tape recorders) and
show the basis for computation. (Note: Organization’s own capitalization policy may be used for
items costing less than $5,000). Generally, supplies include any materials that are expendable or
consumed during the course of the project.

Supply Items Computation Cost

TOTAL__________

F. Construction - As a rule, construction costs are not allowable. In some cases, minor repairs or
renovations may be allowable. Check with the program office before budgeting funds in this
category.

Purpose Description of Work Cost

TOTAL__________



G.  Consultants/Contracts - Indicate whether applicant’s formal, written Procurement Policy or
the Federal Acquisition Regulations are followed.

Consultant Fees: For each consultant enter the name, if known, service to be provided, hourly or daily
fee (8-hour day), and estimated time on the project. Consultant fees in excess of $450 per day require
additional justification and prior approval from OJP.

Name of Consultant Service Provided Computation Cost

Subtotal__________

Consultant Expenses: List all expenses to be paid from the grant to the individual consultants in
addition to their fees (i.e., travel, meals, lodging, etc.)

Item Location Computation Cost

Subtotal__________

Contracts: Provide a description of the product or service to be procured by contract and an estimate
of the cost. Applicants are encouraged to promote free and open competition in awarding contracts.
A separate justification must be provided for sole source contracts in excess of $100,000.

Item Cost

Subtotal__________

TOTAL__________



H. Other Costs - List items (e.g., rent, reproduction, telephone, janitorial or security services,
and investigative or confidential funds) by major type and the basis of the computation. For example,
provide the square footage and the cost per square foot for rent, or provide a monthly rental cost and
how many months to rent.

Description Computation Cost

TOTAL__________

I. Indirect Costs - Indirect costs are allowed only if the applicant has a Federally approved indirect
cost rate. A copy of the rate approval, (a fully executed, negotiated agreement), must be attached. If
the applicant does not have an approved rate, one can be requested by contacting the applicant’s
cognizant Federal agency, which will review all documentation and approve a rate for the applicant
organization, or if the applicant’s accounting system permits, costs may be allocated in the direct costs
categories.

Description Computation Cost

TOTAL__________



Budget Summary- When you have completed the budget worksheet, transfer the totals for each
category to the spaces below.  Compute the total direct costs and the total project costs. Indicate the
amount of Federal requested and the amount of non-Federal funds that will support the project.

Budget Category Amount

A. Personnel ___________

B. Fringe Benefits ___________

C. Travel ___________

D. Equipment ___________

E. Supplies ___________

F. Construction ___________

G. Consultants/Contracts ___________

H. Other ___________

Total Direct Costs ___________

I. Indirect Costs

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS ___________

Federal Request ___________

Non-Federal Amount ___________



Sample Budget Detail
Worksheet



S A M P L E

OMB APPROVAL NO. 1121-0188
EXPIRES 5-98 (Rev. 1/97)

Budget Detail Worksheet
Purpose: The Budget Detail Worksheet may be used as a guide to assist you in the preparation of
the budget and budget narrative. You may submit the budget and budget narrative using this form or in
the format of your choice (plain sheets, your own form, or a variation of this form). However, all
required information (including the budget narrative) must be provided. Any category of expense not
applicable to your budget may be deleted.

A. Personnel - List each position by title and name of employee, if available. Show the annual
salary rate and the percentage of time to be devoted to the project. Compensation paid for employees
engaged in grant activities must be consistent with that paid for similar work within the applicant
organization.

Name/Position Computation Cost

John Smith, Investigator ($50,000 x 100%) $50,000
2 Investigators ($50,000 x 100% x 2) $100,000
Secretary ($30,000 x 50%) $15,000
Cost of living increase ($165,000 x 2% x .5 yr.) $1,650
Overtime per investigator ($37.50/hr. x 100 hrs. x 3) $11,250

The three investigators will be assigned exclusively to homicide investigations. A 2% cost of living adjustment is
scheduled for all full-time personnel 6 months prior to the end of the grant. Overtime will be needed during some
investigations. A half-time secretary will prepare reports and provide other support to the unit.

TOTAL $177,900

B. Fringe Benefits - Fringe benefits should be based on actual known costs or an established
formula. Fringe benefits are for the personnel listed in budget category (A) and only for the
percentage of time devoted to the project. Fringe benefits on overtime hours are limited to FICA,
Workman’s Compensation, and Unemployment Compensation.

Name/Position Computation Cost

Employer’s FICA ($177,900 x 7.65%) $13,609
Retirement *($166,650 x 6%) $9,999
Uniform Allowance ($50/mo. x 12 mo. x 3) $1,800
Health Insurance *($166,650 x 12%) $19,998
Workman’s Compensation ($177,900 x 1%) $1,779
Unemployment Compensation ($177,900 x 1%) $1,779
*($177,900 less $11,250)

TOTAL $48,964
Total Personnel & Fringe Benefits $226,864

OJP FORM 7150/1 (5-95)
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C. Travel - Itemize travel expenses of project personnel by purpose (e.g., staff to training, field
interviews, advisory group meeting, etc.). Show the basis of computation (e.g., six people to 3-day
training at $X airfare, $X lodging, $X subsistence). In training projects, travel and meals for trainees
should be listed separately. Show the number of trainees and the unit costs involved. Identify the
location of travel, if known. Indicate source of Travel Policies applied, Applicant or Federal Travel
Regulations.

Purpose of Travel Location Item Computation Cost

Training Boston Airfare ($150 x 2 people x 2 trips) $600
Hotel ($75/night x 2 x 2 people

  x 2 trips) $600
Meals ($35/day x 3 days x 2 people

  x 2 trips) $420
Investigations New York City Airfare ($600 average x 7) $4,200

Hotel and Meals ($100/day average
 x 7 x 3 days) $2,100

Two of the investigators will attend training on forensic evidence gathering in Boston in October and January. The
investigators may take up to seven trips to New York City to follow up investigative leads. Travel estimates are based
on applicant’s formal written travel policy.

TOTAL $7,920

D. Equipment - List non-expendable items that are to be purchased. Non-expendable equipment
is tangible property having a useful life of more than two years and an acquisition cost of $5,000 or
more per unit. (Note: Organization’s own capitalization policy may be used for items costing less
than $5,000). Expendable items should be included either in the “supplies” category or in the “Other”
category. Applicants should analyze the cost benefits of purchasing versus leasing equipment, espe-
cially high cost items and those subject to rapid technical advances. Rented or leased equipment costs
should be listed in the “Contractual” category. Explain how the equipment is necessary for the suc-
cess of the project. Attach a narrative describing the procurement method to be used.

Item Computation Cost

3 - 486 Computer w/CD ROM ($2,000 x 3) $6,000
Video Camera $1,000 $1,000

The computers will be used by the investigators to analyze case and intelligence information. The camera will be used
for investigative and crime scene work.

TOTAL $7,000
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E. Supplies - List items by type (office supplies, postage, training materials, copying paper, and
expendable equipment items costing less that $5,000, such as books, hand held tape recorders) and
show the basis for computation. (Note: Organization’s own capitalization policy may be used for
items costing less than $5,000). Generally, supplies include any materials that are expendable or
consumed during the course of the project.

Supply Items Computation Cost

Office Supplies ($50/mo. x 12 mo.) $600
Postage ($20/mo. x 12 mo.) $240
Training Materials ($2/set x 500 sets) $1,000

Office supplies and postage are needed for general operation of the program. Training materials will be developed and
used by the investigators to train patrol officers how to preserve crime scene evidence.

TOTAL $1,840

F. Construction - As a rule, construction costs are not allowable. In some cases, minor repairs or
renovations may be allowable. Check with the program office before budgeting funds in this
category.

Purpose Description of Work Cost

Renovation Add walls $5,000
Build work tables $3,000
Build evidence storage units $2,000

The renovations are needed to upgrade the forensic lab used to analyze evidence for homicide cases.

TOTAL $10,000
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G.  Consultants/Contracts - Indicate whether applicant’s formal, written Procurement Policy or
the Federal Acquisition Regulations are followed.

Consultant Fees: For each consultant enter the name, if known, service to be provided, hourly or daily
fee (8-hour day), and estimated time on the project. Consultant fees in excess of $450 per day require
additional justification and prior approval from OJP.

Name of Consultant Service Provided Computation Cost

John Doe Forensic Specialist ($150/day x 30 days) $4,500

John Doe, Forensic Specialist, will be hired, as needed, to assist with the analysis of evidence in homicide cases.

Subtotal $4,500

Consultant Expenses: List all expenses to be paid from the grant to the individual consultants in
addition to their fees (i.e., travel, meals, lodging, etc.)

Item Location Computation Cost

Airfare Miami ($400 x 6 trips) $2,400
Hotel and Meals ($100/day x 30 days) $3,000

John Doe is expected to make up to 6 trips to Miami to consult on homicide cases.

Subtotal $5,400

Contracts: Provide a description of the product or service to be procured by contract and an estimate
of the cost. Applicants are encouraged to promote free and open competition in awarding contracts.
A separate justification must be provided for sole source contracts in excess of $100,000.

Item Cost

Intelligence System Development $102,000

The State University will design an intelligence system to be used in homicide investigations. A sole source justification
is attached. Procurement Policy is based on the Federal Acquisition Regulation.

Subtotal $102,000

 TOTAL $ 111,900
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H. Other Costs - List items (e.g., rent, reproduction, telephone, janitorial or security services,
and investigative or confidential funds) by major type and the basis of the computation. For example,
provide the square footage and the cost per square foot for rent, or provide a monthly rental cost and
how many months to rent.

Description Computation Cost

Rent (700 sq. ft. x $15/sq. ft.)
($875/mo. x 12 mo.) $10,500

This rent will pay for space for the new homicide unit. No space is currently available in city-owned buildings.

Telephone ($100/mo. x 12 mo.) $1,200
Printing/Reproduction ($150/mo. x 12 mo.) $1,800

TOTAL  $13,500

I. Indirect Costs - Indirect costs are allowed only if the applicant has a Federally approved indirect
cost rate. A copy of the rate approval, (a fully executed, negotiated agreement), must be attached. If
the applicant does not have an approved rate, one can be requested by contacting the applicant’s
cognizant Federal agency, which will review all documentation and approve a rate for the applicant
organization, or if the applicant’s accounting system permits, costs may be allocated in the direct costs
categories.

Description Computation Cost

10% of personnel and ($226,864 x 10%) $22,686
fringe benefits

The indirect cost rate was approved by the Department of Transportation, the applicant’s cognizant Federal agency,
on January 1, 1994. (A copy of the fully executed, negotiated agreement is attached.)

TOTAL $22,686
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Budget Summary- When you have completed the budget worksheet, transfer the totals for each
category to the spaces below.  Compute the total direct costs and the total project costs. Indicate the
amount of Federal requested and the amount of non-Federal funds that will support the project.

Budget Category Amount

A. Personnel $177,900

B. Fringe Benefits $48,964

C. Travel $7,920

D. Equipment $7,000

E. Supplies $1,840

F. Construction $10,000

G. Consultants/Contracts $111,900

H. Other $13,500

Total Direct Costs $379,024

I. Indirect Costs $22,686

TOTAL PROJECT COSTS $401,710

Federal Request $301,283

Non-Federal Amount $100,427
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Appendix C
Assurances and Certifications Required of All Federal Grant Recipients



Applicants should refer to the regulations cited below to determine the cer tification to which they are required to
attest. Applicants should also review the instructions for cer tification included in the regulations before completing this
form. Signature of this form provides for compliance with cer tification requirements under 28 CFR Par t 69, “New
Restr ictions on Lobbying” and 28 CFR Par t 67, “Government-wide Debarment and Suspension (Nonpro-curement) and
Government-wide Requirements for Drug-Free Workplace (Grants).” The cer tifications shall be treated as a material
representation of fact upon which reliance will be placed when the Department of Justice determines to award the
covered transaction, grant, or cooperative agreement.

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
OFFICE OF JUSTICE PROGRAMS
OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER

CERTIFICATIONS REGARDING LOBBYING; DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION AND
OTHER RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS; AND DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE REQUIREMENTS

OJP FORM 4061/6 (3-91) REPLACES OJP FORMS 4061/2, 4061/3 AND 4061/4 WHICH ARE OBSOLETE.

D
EP

ARTMENT OF JUSTIC
E

O
F
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IC

E OF JUSTICE  PRO

G
R

A
M
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B
JA

N

IJ
OJJ DP BJS

O
V

C

1.  LOBBYING

As required by Section 1352, Title 31 of the U.S. Code, and
implemented at 28 CFR Part 69, for persons entering into a
grant or cooperative agreement over $100,000, as defined at
28 CFR Part 69, the applicant certifies that:

(a) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be
paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person for in-
fluencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any
agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of
Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in con-
nection with the making of any Federal grant, the entering into
of any cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation,
renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal grant or
cooperative agreement;

(b) If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have
been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or at-
tempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a
Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or
an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this
Federal grant or cooperative agreement, the undersigned shall
complete and submit Standard Form - LLL, “Disclosure of
Lobbying Activities,” in accordance with its instructions;

(c) The undersigned shall require that the language of this cer-
tification be included in the award documents for all subawards
at all tiers (including subgrants, contracts under grants and
cooperative agreements, and subcontracts) and that all sub-
recipients shall certify and disclose accordingly.

2. DEBARMENT, SUSPENSION, AND OTHER
RESPONSIBILITY MATTERS
(DIRECT RECIPIENT)

As required by Executive Order 12549, Debarment and
Suspension, and implemented at 28 CFR Part 67, for prospec-
tive participants in primary covered transactions, as defined at
28 CFR Part 67, Section 67.510—

A. The applicant certifies that it and its principals:

(a) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debar-
ment, declared ineligible, sentenced to a denial of Federal
benefits by a State or Federal court, or voluntarily excluded
from covered transactions by any Federal department
or agency;

(b) Have not within a three-year period preceding this applica-
tion been convicted of or had a civil judgment rendered against
them for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connec-
tion with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or performing a

3. DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE
(GRANTEES OTHER THAN INDIVIDUALS)

As required by the Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988, and
implemented at 28 CFR Part 67, Subpart F, for grantees, as
defined at 28 CFR Part 67 Sections 67.615 and 67.620—

A. The applicant certifies that it will or will continue to provide
a drug-free workplace by:

(a) Publishing a statement notifying employees that the
 unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, possession, or
use of a controlled substance is prohibited in the grantee’s
workplace and specifying the actions that will be taken against
employees for violation of such prohibition;

(b) Establishing an on-going drug-free awareness program to
inform employees about—

(1) The dangers of drug abuse in the workplace;

(2) The grantee’s policy of maintaining a drug-free workplace;

(3) Any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee
assistance programs; and

(4) The penalties that may be imposed upon employees for
drug abuse violations occurring in the workplace;

(c) Making it a requirement that each employee to be engaged
in the performance of the grant be given a copy of the state-
ment required by paragraph (a);

(d) Notifying the employee in the statement required by para-
graph (a) that, as a condition of employment under the grant,
the employee will—

public (Federal, State, or local) transaction or contract under a
public transaction; violation of Federal or State antitrust statutes
or commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery,
bribery, falsification or destruction of records, making false
statements, or receiving stolen property;

(c) Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or
civilly charged by a governmental entity (Federal, State, or
local) with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in
paragraph (1)(b) of this certification; and

(d) Have not within a three-year period preceding this applica-
tion had one or more public transactions (Federal, State, or
local) terminated for cause or default; and

B. Where the applicant is unable to certify to any of the
statements in this certification, he or she shall attach an
explanation to this application.



(1) Abide by the terms of the statement; and

(2) Notify the employer in writing of his or her conviction for a
violation of a criminal drug statute occurring in the workplace
no later than five calendar days after such conviction;

(e) Notifying the agency, in writing, within 10 calendar days
after receiving notice under subparagraph (d)(2) from an
employee or otherwise receiving actual notice of such convic-tion.
Employers of convicted employees must provide notice, including
position title, to: Department of Justice, Office of
Justice Programs, ATTN: Control Desk, 633 Indiana Avenue,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20531. Notice shall include the iden-
tification number(s) of each affected grant;

(f) Taking one of the following actions, within 30 calendar
days of receiving notice under subparagraph (d)(2), with
respect to any employee who is so convicted—

(1) Taking appropriate personnel action against such an
employee, up to and including termination, consistent with the
requirements of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended; or

(2) Requiring such employee to participate satisfactorily in a
drug abuse assistance or rehabilitation program approved for
such purposes by a Federal, State, or local health, law enforce-
ment, or other appropriate agency;

(g) Making a good faith effort to continue to maintain a drug-
free workplace through implementation of paragraphs (a), (b),
(c), (d), (e), and (f).

B. The grantee may insert in the space provided below the
site(s) for the performance of work done in connection with
the specific grant:

Place of Performance (Street address, city, county, state, zip
code)

Check       if there are workplaces on file that are not indentified
here.

Section 67, 630 of the regulations provides that a grantee that
is a State may elect to make one certification in each Federal
fiscal year. A copy of which should be included with each ap-
plication for Department of Justice funding. States and State
agencies may elect to use OJP Form 4061/7.

Check      if the State has elected to complete OJP Form
4061/7.

DRUG-FREE WORKPLACE
(GRANTEES WHO ARE INDIVIDUALS)

As required by the Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988, and
implemented at 28 CFR Part 67, Subpart F, for grantees, as
defined at 28 CFR Part 67; Sections 67.615 and 67.620—

A. As a condition of the grant, I certify that I will not engage
in the unlawful manufacture, distribution, dispensing, posses-
sion, or use of a controlled substance in conducting any
activity with the grant; and

B. If convicted of a criminal drug offense resulting from a
violation occurring during the conduct of any grant activity, I
will report the conviction, in writing, within 10 calendar days
of the conviction, to: Department of Justice, Office of Justice
Programs, ATTN: Control Desk, 633 Indiana Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20531.

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant, I hereby certify that the applicant will comply with the above certifications.

1. Grantee Name and Address:

2. Application Number and/or Project Name             3. Grantee IRS/Vendor Number

4. Typed Name and Title of Authorized Representative

5. Signature             6. Date

*U.S. Government Printing Office: 1996 -   405-037/40014



1. It possesses legal authority to apply for the grant; that a
resolution, motion or similar action has been duly adopted or
passed as an official act of the applicant’s governing body,
authorizing the filing of the application, including all under-
standings and assurances contained therein, and directing
and authorizing the person identified as the official represen-
tative of the applicant to act in connection with the application
and to provide such additional information as may be re-
quired.

2. It will comply with requirements of the provisions of the
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisi-
tions Act of 1970 P.L. 91-646) which provides for fair and
equitable treatment of persons displaced as a result of Fed-
eral and federally-assisted programs.

3. It will comply with provisions of Federal law which limit certain
political activities of employees of a State or local unit of
government whose principal employment is in connection
with an activity financed in whole or in part by Federal grants.
(5 USC 1501, et seq.)

4. It will comply with the minimum wage and maximum hours
provisions of the Federal Fair Labor Standards Act if appli-
cable.

5. It will establish safeguards to prohibit employees from using
their positions for a purpose that is or give the appearance of
being motivated by a desire for private gain for themselves or
others, particularly those with whom they have family, busi-
ness, or other ties.

6. It will give the sponsoring agency or the Comptroller General,
through any authorized representative, access to and the right
to examine all records, books, papers, or documents related to
the grant.

7. It will comply with all requirements imposed by the Federal
Sponsoring agency concerning special requirements of law,
program requirements, and other administrative requirements.

8. It will insure that the facilities under its ownership, lease or
supervision which shall be utilized in the accomplishment of
the project are not listed in the Environmental protection
Agency’s (EPA-list of Violating Facilities and that it will notify
the Federal grantor agency of the receipt of any communica-
tion from the Director of the EPA Office of Federal Activities
indicating that a facility to be used in the project is under
consideration for listing by the EPA.

9. It will comply with the flood insurance purchase requirements
of Section 102(a) of the Flood Disaster Protection Act of
1973, Public Law 93-234, 87 Stat. 975, approved December
31, 1976. Section 102(a) requires, on and after March 2,
1975, the purchase of flood insurance in communities where
such insurance is available as a condition for the receipt of
any Federal financial assistance for construction or acquisi-
tion purposes for use in any area that had been identified by
the Secretary of the Department of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment as an area having special flood hazards. The phrase
“Federal financial assistance” includes any form of loan,
grant, guaranty, insurance payment, rebate, subsidy, disas-
ter assistance loan or grant, or any other form of direct or
indirect Federal assistance.

10. It will assist the Federal grantor agency in its compliance with
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966
as amended (16 USC 470), Executive Order 11593, and the
Archeological and Historical Preservation Act of 1966 (16
USC 569a-1 et seq.) by (a) consulting with the State Historic
Preservation Officer on the conduct of investigations, as
necessary, to identify properties listed in or eligible for inclu-
sion in the National Register of Historic Places that are
subject to adverse effects (see 36 CFR Part 800.8) by the
activity, and notifying the Federal grantor agency of the
existence of any such properties, and by (b) complying with
all requirements established by the Federal grantor agency to
avoid or mitigate adverse effects upon such properties.

11. It will comply, and assure the compliance of all its subgrantees
and contractors, with the applicable provisions of Title I of the
Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of 1968, as
amended, the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention
Act, or the Victims of Crime Act, as appropriate; the provi-
sions of the current edition of the Office of Justice Programs
Financial and Administrative Guide for Grants, M7100.1; and
all other applicable Federal laws, orders, circulars, or regula-
tions.

12. It will comply with the provisions of 28 CFR applicable to grants
and cooperative agreements including Part 18, Administrative
Review Procedure; Part 20, Criminal Justice Information Sys-
tems; Part 22, Confidentiality of Identifiable Research and
Statistical Information; Part 23, Criminal Intelligence Systems
Operating Policies; Part 30, Intergovernmental Review of De-
partment of Justice Programs and Activities; Part 42, Nondis-
crimination/Equal Employment Opportunity Policies and Pro-
cedures; Part 61, Procedures for Implementing the National
Environmental Policy Act; Part 63, Floodplain Management
and Wetland Protection Procedures; and Federal laws or regu-
lations applicable to Federal Assistance Programs.

13. It will comply, and all its contractors will comply, with the
nondiscrimination requirements of the Omnibus Crime Con-
trol and Safe Streets Act of 1968, as amended, 42 USC
3789(d), or Victims of Crime Act (as appropriate); Title VI of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended; Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended; Subtitle A, Title II of
the Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) (1990); Title IX of
the Education Amendments of 1972; the Age Discrimination
Act of 1975; Department of Justice Non-Discrimination Regu-
lations, 28 CFR Part 42, Subparts C, D, E, and G; and
Department of Justice regulations on disability discrimina-
tion, 28 CFR Part 35 and Part 39.

14. In the event a Federal or State court or Federal or State
administrative agency makes a finding of discrimination after
a due process hearing on the grounds of race, color, religion,
national origin, sex, or disability against a recipient of funds,
the recipient will forward a copy of the finding to the Office for
Civil Rights, Office of Justice Programs.

15. It will provide an Equal Employment Opportunity Program if
required to maintain one, where the application is for $500,000
or more.

16. It will comply with the provisions of the Coastal Barrier
Resources Act (P.L. 97-348) dated October 19, 1982 (16 USC
3501 et seq.) which prohibits the expenditure of most new
Federal funds within the units of the Coastal Barrier Re-
sources System.

Signature Date

OJP FORM 4000/3 (Rev. 1-93) PREVIOUS EDITIONS ARE OBSOLETE.
ATTACHMENT TO SF-424.

EXPIRES: 1/31/96
OMB APPROVAL NO. 1121-0140

ASSURANCES

The Applicant hereby assures and certifies compliance with all Federal statutes, regulations, policies, guidelines and requirements,
including OMB Circulars No. A-21, A-110, A-122, A-128, A-87; E.O. 12372 and Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and
Cooperative Agreements—28 CFR, Part 66, Common Rule, that govern the application, acceptance and use of Federal funds for this
federally-assisted project. Also the Applicant assures and certifies that:
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Appendix D
Evaluation of Drug Court Programs and the
Drug Court Grantee Data Collection Survey

Evaluation of Drug Court Grant Programs

This appendix is divided into three sections.  The first section discusses the conduct of
mandatory process evaluations that are required of all implementation and enhancement drug
court grant recipients and that are to be funded by each grant recipient out of grant funds
received.  The second section describes current efforts to develop a national impact evaluation
of drug courts, funded by the National Institute of Justice.  The third section describes the
required minimum data set to be collected by all implementation and enhancement grantees. 
These data will be reported on a semiannual basis.

I.  Mandatory Process Evaluations

Recipients of program funds are required to demonstrate the ability to ensure adequate program
management through ongoing monitoring, tracking, and process assessments, preferably through
the design, implementation, and maintenance of an automated data collection system.  Program
implementation and process information from all components of the drug court should be
collected and assessed to the fullest extent possible.

This information is crucial to any later study of the program’s impact.  Data from program
implementation and process evaluations are typically used as baseline or contextual information
to interpret the findings of impact evaluations. Particularly in the case of drug court programs,
data will have to be collected across many different departments and agencies.

A plan for such data collection should be developed so that record keeping and information
gathering responsibilities are clearly understood.  In some cases, multiple sources of data across
several agencies may address the same evaluation question.

Process evaluations should document not only the history of program development and
implementation but also the specific elements comprising the program.  Ideally, the following
information should be collected for the drug court program: 

identification of the screening criteria used to determine eligibility and acceptance into
the drug court program (including the type of offenses allowed);

identification of the point in the criminal justice process where the program intervenes
(e.g., pretrial, postconviction);
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description of the potential population eligible for the drug court program (including
demographic information about the surrounding community and the numbers and
characteristics of clients served); 

description of intake and assessment procedures and screening instruments for
identifying offenders who are appropriate for the drug court program (e.g., Addiction
Severity Index, Michigan Alcoholism Screening Test);

detailed description of the type of program established, its distinguishing structural
features (including its administration and budget, staffing, participants’ average time
spent in the drug court overall, and the supervision provided to participants), and
services provided�in particular, a detailed description of treatment and support
services, including type and phase of treatment and other service interventions
provided (e.g., therapeutic community type, initial detoxification phase);

identification of how the program responds to relapses, including the interventions that
are used at this point and incentives for progress that are offered;

identification of case management and monitoring procedures, to ensure that each
defendant is monitored closely, and a description of the drug court caseload's impact
on the rest of the court system;

description of the discharge and referral procedures used when a participant has
completed (or failed to complete) the program;

description of the roles of the judge, prosecutor, and defense attorney and how their
roles in the drug court program vary from their roles in other courts in the system;

description of the type of coordination and cooperation the drug court requires with
other agencies/organizations (e.g., pretrial services, probation, parole, treatment
providers, other support service providers, and community agencies)�in particular, a
description of what information will be routinely available to the judges and other
program participants; and

identification of any public policy issues that significantly affect the drug court
program.

Also, the following information should be collected for drug court participants and, to the fullest
extent possible, nonparticipants (e.g., those who were found ineligible, who refused to
participate in the drug court, or who were processed before the drug court was created):

demographic characteristics

substance abuse history and current levels of use
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family relationships and social functioning

vocational status 

economic status

academic achievement

mental health history (including history of physical or sexual abuse)

medical history (including HIV risk behaviors)

criminal justice history

attitudes toward treatment; motivation or readiness for treatment

initial treatment and support service needs

program interventions received (including length and type)

participation in treatment (including motivation and actual attendance records for each
program component)

date of program admission and discharge

status at completion of drug court program (e.g., successful)

criminal justice status at discharge from program (e.g., probation)

service needs at discharge from program (e.g., job placement)

discharge referrals initiated by the drug court

The program implementation and process data, described above, will help researchers answer
the following descriptive evaluation questions:

How does the drug court, with its requirement of a different allocation of resources
than traditional courtrooms, affect the rest of the court system?  Does the establishment
of a drug court increase or decrease the court’s other dockets? Are the resources and
caseloads of prisons, jails, probation and parole departments, and treatment and support
service providers affected as well?  Are more or fewer courtroom personnel required
by drug courts?  Do burnout and high turnover rates appear to be significant issues for
drug court personnel?
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What are the similarities and differences among offenders participating in the
program?  What are the profiles of participants who successfully complete the
program? 

For existing programs�

Is the drug court achieving its stated objectives with the resources currently available? 
Was the drug court implemented as originally intended?  Do major changes to the
program seem appropriate and well justified?  Have barriers to program
implementation been overcome by particularly successful strategies?

Are treatment drug courts equitable (e.g., is there more pressure placed on defense
attorneys and defendants to accept plea offers than in other courts)?

Management Information Systems to Aid in the Collection of Evaluation Data

Applicants are strongly encouraged to design, implement, and maintain an automated data
collection system for use in collecting program implementation data, process information, and
baseline data for charting the progress and impact of the program.  The application should detail
the specific elements to be contained in the automated data collection system and outline the
procedures that will be used to collect this information, including specific budgetary information
and personnel assigned to this task.  

II. National Impact Evaluation of Drug Court Grant Programs

This section describes current efforts to develop a national impact evaluation of drug courts that
will be conducted by the National Institute of Justice (NIJ).   Despite the rapidly increasing
number of drug courts, few evaluations of  the effectiveness of these courts have been
conducted.  Additional evaluation is needed to validate the effectiveness of drug courts within
the overall criminal justice system and to assess the effectiveness of various drug court
strategies.  A separate NIJ-funded evaluation is under way of four drug courts that received
grants from the Drug Courts Program Office (DCPO): Las Vegas, Nevada; Portland, Oregon;
Kansas City, Missouri; and Pensacola, Florida.  In 1998, NIJ will begin the evaluation of drug
courts in jurisdictions that received funds for implementation from the DCPO in FY 1996.

Applicants must demonstrate their willingness and ability to participate actively in federally
sponsored evaluations of their projects throughout the planning, implementation, and
enhancement  process.  Participation includes providing evaluators with access to data and
cooperating with a national evaluation impact assessment that uses a randomized experimental
design; a well-controlled, quasi-experimental design; or an equivalent comparison group design.

The sections below describe the information that would typically be collected and the questions
that may be asked during a national impact evaluation.
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Drug court impact evaluations will assess whether programs reduce the recidivism rates of
program participants, maintain acceptable substance abuse treatment completion rates among
program participants, decrease alcohol and illicit drug use by program participants, and maintain
a cost-effective program in relation to the overall criminal justice system.  Data from impact
evaluations are typically used to justify continued financial support for the drug court program. 
An impact evaluation can also aid in determining whether to repeat the program in other
jurisdictions.  

In addition to the process data discussed earlier in this section, drug court programs should
anticipate providing the following types of information for an impact evaluation:

participant rates of completion of substance abuse treatment and support services 

counselor ratings of participants’ attendance and engagement in the treatment program
and their improvement over time in
� life skills acquisition 
� psychological and emotional functioning (e.g., self esteem)
� cognitive functioning 
� educational and employment status

incident or disciplinary reports during program involvement

participant satisfaction with the treatment program

reports of substance abuse (e.g., reports of admittance to emergency care facilities due
to substance abuse) 

results of urinalysis (dates and type of drugs, if any, that were positive)

probation/parole status, change in status

date and type of each charge, arrest, technical violation, conviction, and incarceration
during program participation and during aftercare (including offense severity,
differentiation between new and old charges, and the conviction or sentence status for
each arrest) 

positive social adjustment indicators (e.g., participation in team sports, volunteer work,
improved employment status)

counselor ratings of the extent of participant attendance and engagement in aftercare
components and referral services following completion of the drug court program.
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Answered Through Impact Evaluations

Collection of the additional information described above will allow researchers to answer many
questions concerning whether the program has resulted in positive changes.  A few examples
follow:

Have offenders made progress toward program goals and objectives as measured by
criminal activity, continued or recurring substance abuse, participation in aftercare
services, and other indicators examined during Follow up?  How much progress have
drug court participants made in comparison with other groups (e.g., a baseline sample
of the pre-drug-court defendant population or a nonparticipant population with similar
backgrounds to the drug court participants)?

How do drug court participants and staff, as well as the surrounding community,
perceive the effectiveness of the drug court program?

Are program costs justified by the outcome for participants?  Are costs comparable and
justifiable in relation to costs for the old system?  Are there cost savings to offset
program costs?

III. Minimum Set of Data To Be Collected by all Implementation and
Enhancement Grantees

To ensure that grantees are collecting critical information on their drug courts for evaluation and
to assist in the national evaluation of drug courts, grantees that receive funds to implement or
enhance a drug court are required to submit the following Drug Court Grantee Data Collection
Survey on a semiannual basis.
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Appendix E
Overview of the Drug Court Movement

The Drug Court Movement

The emergence of crack cocaine in the mid-1980s had an unprecedented and dramatic impact on
the nation’s criminal justice system.  In an effort to stem street drug dealing and crime and
violence associated with illegal drug use, the arrest and prosecution of drug offenders was
sharply escalated.  At the same time, penalties for the possession and sale of drugs were
toughened, so more drug offenders were charged with felonies that carried prison sentences. As
a result of the nation’s �War on Drugs,� more drug offenders were arrested, prosecuted, and
convicted; however, drug offenders received few, if any, treatment services.  The result was a
revolving door syndrome in which drug offenders cycled in and out of the justice system.  

The influx of drug offenders into the system severely strained the courts, forcing some to the
brink of collapse. In an effort to address the growing caseloads, courts employed delay reduction
strategies, including establishing specialized court dockets to expedite drug case processing. 
These approaches, however,  did little to stem the tide of drug offenders into the system, to
rehabilitate drug offenders already in the system, or to reduce recidivism of offenders being
released back to the streets.

In 1989, troubled by the devastating impact of drugs and drug-related crime on their criminal
justice systems, a few communities began experimenting with an approach to low-level drug
offenses that brought significant change to the way the court system does business.  This new
approach integrated substance abuse treatment, sanctions, and incentives with case processing to
place nonviolent, drug-involved defendants into a judicially supervised habilitation program. 
The traditional system, on the other hand, rarely provided substance abuse treatment to
defendants in any systematic way and in many cases provided little or no threat of sanctions to
drug offenders.   

This approach, which was a significant departure from traditional court practice, was not always
widely supported by members of the judiciary, prosecutors, and the defense bar.  Gradually,
however, judges, prosecutors, and other representatives of the justice system across the country,
who were struggling with similar issues involving drug offenders, began to examine the drug
court approach to assess whether replication (or adaptation) might offer them a better response
to drug cases.

In enacting the 1994 Crime Act, Congress joined with local communities in acknowledging the
promise of drug courts in habilitating offenders,  holding offenders accountable for their actions,
and reducing victimization by intervening early after arrest to place offenders in treatment. 
Congress authorized the Attorney General to make grants to States, State courts, local courts,
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units of local government, and Indian tribal governments to establish drug courts.  The authority
has been delegated to the Assistant Attorney General, Office of Justice Programs (OJP).

The OJP Drug Courts Program Office (DCPO) was established to administer the Drug Court
Grant Program and the Drug Court Training and Technical Assistance Program.  From FY 1995
through FY 1997, DCPO awarded over $45 million to approximately 270 jurisdictions for the
planning, implementation, or enhancement of drug courts. 

Since 1989, more than 370 courts have implemented or are planning to implement a drug court
to address the problem of substance abuse and crime. Local coalitions of judges, prosecutors,
attorneys, treatment professionals, law enforcement officials, and others are using the coercive
power of the court to enforce abstinence and alter behavior with a combination of escalating
sanctions, mandatory drug testing, treatment, and strong aftercare programs to teach responsibil-
ity and to transition offenders back into the community. Drug courts represent one of the few
recent criminal justice initiatives that started at the grassroots level and spread across the Nation.

The Important Partnership With Treatment

For drug courts to be most effective, judges rely on treatment providers and treatment coordina-
tors to assist in developing treatment, rehabilitation, and supervision plans for each defendant. 
Treatment is most effective when offenders receive the appropriate level of care as identified
through the assessment or diagnostic process.  The treatment needs of the individuals eligible for
the drug court program are assessed, as well as any related medical, psychological, and other
problems that the treatment program will need to address.  Length of stay in treatment and
aftercare also are factors associated with positive treatment program outcomes and, in particular,
to the cessation of drug use, reduction in recidivism rates, and improvements in educational and
employment status and family relationships.

In coordination with the drug court judge and other court personnel, treatment and other case
management personnel, such as those involved with Treatment Alternatives to Street Crime
programs, assess client treatment needs, track their progress in treatment programs, and
determine the treatment services that are needed.  Supportive social services provide drug court
staff with access to employment, educational/vocational placement, family counseling, and
housing placement assistance for drug court participants.

Drug court practitioners understand that drug addiction is a complex and chronic relapsing
disease and that a comprehensive and sustained continuum of therapeutic interventions and
services can increase clients' periods of abstinence and reduce the rate of relapse, rearrest, and 
incarceration. Therapeutic interventions and services include, but are not limited to, prompt
intake and assessment; detoxification, if indicated; and substance abuse treatment, ranging from
outpatient to residential services and including a strong focus on therapeutic relapse prevention
methodologies.
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Key Components of Drug Courts

Based on the experience of the drug court field, in January 1997, DOJ released Defining Drug
Courts: The Key Components. The report  describes the 10 key components of a drug court and
provides performance benchmarks for each component.  The report was developed through a
cooperative agreement between OJP, DCPO, and the National Association of Drug Court
Professionals, who convened the Drug Court Standards Committee.   The committee was
composed of drug court practitioners throughout the Nation (judges, prosecutors, defense
attorneys, treatment providers, pretrial service officers, and probation officers).  The report is
available through the NCJRS Clearinghouse at 1-800-421-6770 and on the DCPO home page at
http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/dcpo.

As identified by the committee, the 10 key components of a drug court are as follows:

1. Drug courts integrate alcohol and other drug treatment services with justice system case
processing.

2. Using a nonadversarial approach, prosecution and defense counsel promote public safety
while protecting participants’ due process rights.

3. Eligible participants are identified early and promptly placed in the drug court program.

4. Drug courts provide access to a continuum of alcohol, drug, and other related treatment and
rehabilitation services.

5. Abstinence is monitored by frequent alcohol and other drug testing.

6. A coordinated strategy governs drug court responses to participants’ compliance.

7. Ongoing judicial interaction with each drug court participant is essential.

8. Monitoring and evaluation measure the achievement of program goals and gauge
effectiveness.

9. Continuing interdisciplinary education promotes effective drug court planning,
implementation, and operations.

10. Forging partnerships among drug courts, public agencies, and community-based 
 organizations generates local support and enhances drug court program effectiveness.
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The FY 1998 Drug Court Grant Program

In the past 3 years, there have been significant changes in the drug court field.  The substantial
increase in the number of drug courts has led to more collaboration among drug courts and
between drug courts and state agencies.   Existing drug courts are recognizing the importance of
collaboration with the community and with other parts of the criminal justice system (e.g., law
enforcement, probation, pretrial, mental health).  Innovations in the drug court field have
resulted in the development of partnerships between drug courts and community-oriented
policing, local school systems, local mental health agencies, and community-based
organizations.  For example, a juvenile drug court conducts status reviews on clients in the high
school and a prosecutor’s office was successful in gaining public support to pass a local sales tax
to support the operations of the drug court.  

State administrative offices of the courts and State alcohol and drug abuse agencies are
becoming proactive members of the drug court movement.  Neighboring drug courts are forming
collaborations to achieve greater efficiency by joint development of information systems or by
sharing treatment or other resources.
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The FY 1998 application kit for the Drug Court Grant Program was responsive to, and support-
ive of, developments in the field.  The following is a chart that describes the program areas:

DRUG COURTS PROGRAM OFFICE

OFFICE OF JUSTICE PROGRAMS

1998 DRUG COURT GRANT PROGRAM

Single Jurisdiction

      TYPE   
AMOUNT TIME PERIOD

UP TO UP TO

      Planning $30,000  1 year

     Implementation $400,000 2 years
       A) FY 1997 
            Planning 
            Grantees
       B) Other

     Enhancement $300,000  2 years

Statewide, Regional, and Multijurisdictional

      TYPE   UP TO UP TO

AMOUNT TIME PERIOD

     Planning $50,000 1 year

     Implementation $600,000 2 years

Continuations

      TYPE   UP TO UP TO

AMOUNT TIME PERIOD

     FY 1996  Grantees $200,000 1 year

Mini-Grants

      TYPE   UP TO UP TO

AMOUNT TIME PERIOD

     Training, MIS, and    $50,000 1 year
        Evaluation
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Appendix F
Juvenile Accountability Incentive Block Grant Program, Office of

Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention

The Attorney General has delegated responsibility for administering the Juvenile Accountability
Incentive Block Grants (JAIBG) program to the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency
Prevention (OJJDP).  Public Law 105-119 makes funds available for 11 specific program
purpose areas. In addition, the Appropriations Act provided that eligibility to receive funds is
contingent upon having implemented a policy of testing appropriate categories of juveniles for
controlled substances, which brings the total number of program purpose areas to 12. The 12
areas will address accountability issues.

In order to receive JAIBG funds the States must certify consideration of enactments of juvenile
justice reforms through State or local laws, policies or procedures in the areas of increased
prosecution of juveniles as adults, imposition of graduated sanctions, alteration of juvenile
record keeping and judicial orders concerning parental supervision.  States must also develop a
coordinated plan for reducing juvenile crime developed by a coalition of juvenile justice and
social services agencies involved in prevention of juvenile crime.

OJJDP’s goal in providing technical assistance is to assist public and private agencies in
reducing juvenile crime and violence in ways which strengthen the ability of the juvenile justice
system to hold youth accountable for their behaviors, while enhancing public safety.  To
accomplish this goal relative to JAIBG there is a four phase implementation plan.  In the first
phase of technical assistance, little will be required from the States due to the simplification of
the process to receive JAIBG funds.  Phase II will require limited technical assistance and will
be immediate and short term as States will require data on which to base allocations to local
units of government.  Phase III will require intensive technical assistance as States begin to
formulate and implement their JAIBG State plan.  Phase IV will require intensive targeted
technical assistance as States begin to identify priorities of the twelve program areas of JAIBG.  

The States have until 31 September 2000 to obligated all of their JAIBG funds, and training and
technical assistance will be available throughout the grant period.  Renewal of funds is
contingent on Congressional action.
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Appendix G
Local Law Enforcement Block Grant Program,

Bureau of Justice Assistance



Nancy E. Gist, Director

U.S. Department of Justice

Office of Justice Programs

Bureau of Justice Assistance
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FY 1998 Local Law Enforcement
Block Grants Program

The Fiscal Year (FY) 1998 Appropriations Act, Public
Law 105–119, provides $523 million for the continua-
tion of the Local Law Enforcement Block Grants
(LLEBG) Program to be administered by the Bureau of
Justice Assistance (BJA), U.S. Department of Justice.
The purpose of the LLEBG Program is to provide funds
to units of local government to underwrite projects to
reduce crime and improve public safety.

Program Eligibility and Distribution
of Funds
To be considered eligible for the LLEBG Program, a
jurisdiction must be a general purpose unit of local gov-
ernment.1  The unit of local government must report, via
its law enforcement agency, to the Uniform Crime Re-
ports (UCR) Program at the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation (FBI).

The LLEBG Program is a formula program based on a
jurisdiction’s number of UCR Part I violent crimes re-
ported to the FBI. The formula is computed in two stages.
In the first stage, State allocations are made proportionate
to the State’s average annual number of UCR Part I vio-
lent crimes compared to all States for the 3 most recent
calendar years. Each State will receive a minimum award
of 0.25 percent of the total amount available for formula
distribution under the LLEBG Program. In the second
stage, awards to units of local government are made pro-
portionate to each local jurisdiction’s average annual
number of UCR Part I violent crimes compared to all lo-
cal jurisdictions in that State for the 3 most recent calen-
dar years. Jurisdictions reporting crime statistics above

the formula-based threshold of $10,000 are eligible for
direct awards from BJA.

The amount of State funds remaining after local alloca-
tions have been made is awarded to a State Administra-
tive Agency (SAA) designated by the Governor. The
SAA has the choice of distributing award funds to State
police departments and/or to units of local government
not meeting the formula-based threshold of $10,000.
Additional information about this portion of the funds
is available from each State’s respective SAA.

Program Purpose Areas
LLEBG Program funds must be spent in accordance
with one or more of the following seven purpose areas:

❑ Law enforcement support for:

■ Hiring, training, and employing on a continu-
ous basis new, additional law enforcement of-
ficers and necessary support personnel.

■ Paying overtime to employed law enforcement
officers and necessary support personnel for the
purpose of increasing the number of hours
worked by such personnel.

■ Procuring equipment, technology, and other
materials directly related to basic law enforce-
ment functions.

❑ Enhancing security measures in and around schools
and other facilities or locations that the unit of local
government considers to be at risk for incidents of
crime.
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❑ Establishing or supporting drug courts.

❑ Enhancing the adjudication of cases involving
violent offenders, including cases involving violent
juvenile offenders.

❑ Establishing a multijurisdictional task force,
particularly in rural areas, composed of law
enforcement officials representing units of local gov-
ernment. These task forces must work with Federal
law enforcement officials to prevent and control
crime.

❑ Establishing cooperative crime prevention pro-
grams between community residents and law
enforcement personnel to control, detect, or investi-
gate crime or to prosecute criminals.

❑ Defraying the cost of indemnification insurance for
law enforcement officers.

Program Requirements
The following requirements must be met prior to the
obligation of LLEBG Program funds:

Advisory Board

Each jurisdiction must establish or designate an advi-
sory board to review the application. This board must
be designated to make nonbinding recommendations for
the proposed use of funds received under this program.2

At minimum the advisory board must include a member
from each of the following local organizations: law en-
forcement agency, prosecutor’s office, court system,
school system, and nonprofit group (e.g., educational,
religious, or community) active in crime prevention or
drug use prevention or treatment.

Public Hearing

Each jurisdiction must hold at least one public hearing
regarding the proposed use of funds. Jurisdictions
should encourage public attendance and participation.

Matching Funds

In each jurisdiction, LLEBG funds may not exceed 90
percent of total program costs. Program participation re-
quires a cash match that will not be waived. All recipients
must maintain records clearly showing the source,
amount, and timing of all matching contributions.

Trust Fund

Each jurisdiction must establish an interest-bearing
trust fund in which to deposit program funds. All Fed-
eral funds (including interest and match) must be ex-
pended within the 2-year grant period. Unspent funds

must be returned to BJA within 90 days of the
project’s termination.

Public Safety Officers’ Health Benefits Provision

Section 615 of the FY 1998 Appropriations Act requires
a unit of local government to afford a public safety of-
ficer who retires or is separated from duty due to a line-
of-duty injury suffered as a direct and proximate result
of responding to a hot pursuit or an emergency situation
at separation with health benefits that are the same as,
or better than, those benefits received while on duty at
the time of injury.

A unit of local government eligible for the LLEBG Pro-
gram must be in compliance with this provision to be
eligible to receive the entire amount of its award. A unit
of local government not in compliance with this provi-
sion will forfeit 10 percent of the eligible award
amount. For additional information on this provision,
see the LLEBG Public Safety Officers’ Health Benefits
Provision fact sheet, which is available through the BJA
Clearinghouse and via the BJA home page.

Prohibitions on Use of Funds
LLEBG funds are not to be used to purchase, lease, rent,
or acquire tanks or armored vehicles, fixed-wing aircraft,
limousines, real estate, yachts, or any vehicle not used
primarily for law enforcement. Funds are not to be used
to retain consultants. Construction of new facilities is also
prohibited. In addition, Federal funds may not be used to
supplant State or local funds; they must be used to in-
crease the amount of funds that would otherwise be avail-
able from State and local sources.

Resolution of Funding Disparities
The LLEBG Program provides resolution to potential
funding disparities within jurisdictions. The State at-
torney general may certify that a disparity exists be-
tween or among jurisdictions. Those jurisdictions are
then required by statute to develop and submit joint
applications. BJA’s role is limited to accepting State
attorney general certifications and reviewing joint
applications for compliance. If the State attorney gen-
eral chooses not to become involved in the disparate
allocation certification process, there is no mechanism
for BJA to intervene.

The LLEBG Program employs two criteria for deter-
mining eligibility for certification. First, an associated
municipality’s eligible funding amount must be greater
(by set percentages) than the funding amount of the
county. Second, the county must bear more than 50
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percent of prosecution or incarceration costs arising
from Part I violent crimes reported by an associated
municipality. When there are multiple associated mu-
nicipalities, the county also must show that the funding
allocations to those municipalities are likely to threaten
the efficient administration of justice.

Application Process
1. BJA distributes application kits to eligible units of

local government in late May.

2. State attorney general submits disparity certifica-
tions to BJA, if applicable, in late June.

3. Jurisdiction’s chief executive signs and submits a
copy of the application to the Governor or desig-
nated representative at least 20 days prior to sub-
mission to BJA, as required by statute.

4. Chief executive forwards a copy of the application
to BJA by late July.

5. BJA makes awards by late September.

Notes
1. Units of local government are counties, towns and

townships, villages, cities, parishes, Indian tribes,
Alaska Native villages, and parish sheriffs (in the
State of Louisiana) that carry out substantial
governmental duties.

2. In Louisiana the recommendations of the advisory
board are binding.

FS 000216
May 1998

For Further Information
For more information about the Local Law Enforce-
ment Block Grants Program, please contact:

Bureau of Justice Assistance
Local Law Enforcement Block Grants Division
810 Seventh Street NW.
Washington, DC 20531
202–305–2088
World Wide Web: http://www.ojp.usdoj.gov/BJA

Bureau of Justice Assistance Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 6000
Rockville, MD 20849–6000
1–800–688–4252
World Wide Web: http://www.ncjrs.org

U.S. Department of Justice Response Center
1–800–421–6770 or 202–307–1480
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Appendix H
FY 1998 Drug Court Grants



U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs Drug Court Planning Grants

Fiscal Year 1998
July 10, 1998

STATE JURISDICTION GRANTEE AMOUNT CONTACT PHONE

AK Anchorage Alaska Court System $27,505 Nancy Shaw 907/264-8267

AZ Campe Verde Yavapai-Apache Nation $30,000 Jan Burke 520/567-1040

CA Riverside Riverside County $27,750 Vicki Phillips 909/358-4311

CA San Bernardino Victor Valley Superior Trial Court $20,334 Deborah Cima 909/387-6839

CA Visalia Tulare County Trial Courts $27,417 Wanda King 209/733-6690

CA Orange Orange County Superior Court $30,000 Kari Sheffield 714/935-6600

CA Richmond Contra Costa County Superior Court $30,000 Lawrence Katz 510/374-3388

CA Hanford Kings County $30,000 Mary Gallegos 209/582-3211

CA Merced Consolidated Courts of Merced County $29,752 Timothy F. Dickinson 209/385-7471

CA Santa Barbara Santa Barbara County $48,885 Frank J. Ochoa 805/568-3160

CA Willows County of Glenn $30,000 Wayne Landberg 530/934-6416

CO Fort Collins Larimer County $30,000 William F. Dressel 970/498-7920

CT Hartford Connecticut Judicial Branch $30,000 Susan Shimelman 860/257-1904

IA Council Bluffs Fourth Judicial District $29,995 Kent J. Ellithorpe 712/325-0782

IL Joliet County of Will $30,000 Lisa Morel Las 815/727-8742

IL Woodstock McHenry County $27,000 Dianne Klemm 815/334-4351

IL Wheaton DuPage County $21,330 Robert Fiscella 630/682-7325

IN Bloomington Monroe County $13,110 Kenneth Todd 812/349-2630



U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs Drug Court Planning Grants

Fiscal Year 1998
July 10, 1998

STATE JURISDICTION GRANTEE AMOUNT CONTACT PHONE

IN Greenwood Greenwood City Court $23,684 Lewis J. Gregory 317/865-2844

IN Lafayette Tippecanoe County $30,000 Gregory Donat 765/423-9266

KY Winchester 25th Judicial District $30,000 Julia Hylton Adams 606/737-7263

KY Owensboro 6th Judicial District $30,000 Thomas O. Castlen 502/687-7228

KY Paris Bourbon County Drug Court $29,688 John J. Brady 606/987-2145

KY Covington Commonwealth of Kentucky $26,166 Gregory M. Bartlett 606/292-6530

KY Newport 17th and 54th Judicial Districts $40,960 Michael Foellger 606/292-6322

KY Shelbyville 53rd Judicial District $30,000 William F. Stewart 502/633-3412

KY Elizabethtown Hardin County Fiscal Court $26,697 John Simcoe 502/765-6726

LA Leesville Vernon Parish Police Jury $18,900 Robert Jackson 318/239-2946

LA Lake Charles Calcasieu Parish Juvenile Court $29,537 Vi Martin 318/478-1550

LA Mansfield 11th Judicial District $24,916 Judy Christian 318/872-1366

LA Houma 32nd Judicial District Court $30,000 Kevin Guidry 504/873-6500

LA Alexandria Rapides Parish Police Jury $29,380 Terry Bounds 318/448-1591

LA New Orleans Orleans Parish Juvenile Court $30,000 Ernestine S. Gray 504/565-7326

ME Old Town        Penobscot Nation $29,540 George Tomer 207/827-5639

MI Sault Ste. Marie Sault Ste. Marie Tribe of Chippewa $11,140 Michelle Hank 906/635-4963 
Indians 



U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs Drug Court Planning Grants

Fiscal Year 1998
July 10, 1998

STATE JURISDICTION GRANTEE AMOUNT CONTACT PHONE

MO Neosho Newton County Circuit Court $23,920 Timothy Perigo 417/451-8234

MO Benton 33rd Judicial Circuit $23,970 Barbara Smith 573/472-2554

MO Bloomfield Stoddard County Associate Division $19,975 Joe Z. Satterfield 573/568-4671

MO Jefferson City Cole County Associate Division $19,975 Patricia Joyce 573/634-9177

MT Bozeman Gallatin County $30,000 Roger A. Curtiss 406/596-5493

MT Great Falls Cascade County $24,568 Kenneth Neill 406/454-6892

MT Lame Deer Northern Cheyenne Tribe, Inc. $30,000 Calvin Wilson 406/477-8340

NE Papillion Sarpy County $30,000 Mark Wayne 402/593-2346

NE Macy Omaha Tribe of Nebraska $16,400 William Bossman 402/837-5814

NJ Middletown Middletown Township $30,000 Cindy Herrschaft 732/615-2111

NM Gallup McKinley County/11th Judicial District $30,000 Tom Trujillo 505/722-3868

NM Gallup McKinley County/11th Judicial District $20,149 Paul Compos 505/863-1423

NM Mescalero Mescalero Apache Tribe $30,000 Tiffany Ward 505/671-4494

NM San Juan Pueblo San Juan Pueblo Tribe $30,000 Stanley Bird 505/852-4475

NY Albany New York State Unified Court System $45,618 Michael Magnani 212/428-2109

NY Mayville Chatauqua County $22,500 William Serafin 716/753-4318

NY Mount Vernon City of Mount Vernon $28,350 Shawyn Patterson-Howard 914/699-7230

NY Buffalo New York State Unified Court System $30,000 Michael Magnani 212/428-2109



U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs Drug Court Planning Grants

Fiscal Year 1998
July 10, 1998

STATE JURISDICTION GRANTEE AMOUNT CONTACT PHONE

NY Fulton New York State Unified Court System $28.079 Michael Magnani 212/428-2109

ND Belcourt Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa $22,422 Yvette Lafloe-Falcon 701/477-6121
Indians

ND Fort Totten Spirit Lake Sioux Tribe $22,542 Douglas Longie 701/766-4244

OH Warren Trumbull Court of Common Pleas $14,000 Patrick F. McCarthy 330/675-2840

OH Batavia Clermont County $9,975 Douglas J. Brothers 513/732-8041

OK Enid City of Enid $30,000 John Hodgden 580/234-0400

OK Perkins Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma $30,000 Diane Jones 405/547-2402

OR Oregon City Clackamas County $27,005 Jim Shofner 503/655-8670

PA Erie Erie County $20,481 Patricia L. Lightner 814/451-6452

RI Providence State of Rhode Island $30,000 Jeremaiah Jeremaiah 401/222-3331

SC Manning Clarendon County Commission on $21,769 Ann Kirven 803/435-2121
Alcohol and Drug Abuse

SD Rosebud Rosebud Sioux Tribe $30,000 Carmen Hicks 605/747-2278

TN Murfreesboro 16th Judicial District $38,860 Judge Don Ash 615/898-8074

TX Laredo Webb County $18,060 Cordelia Dominguez 956/718-8635

WA Spokane Spokane County Board of $16,829 James R. Smith 509/456-6354
Commissioners

WA Bellingham Whatcom County $24,696 Jon E. Ostlund 360/676-6670



U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Justice Programs Drug Court Planning Grants

Fiscal Year 1998
July 10, 1998

STATE JURISDICTION GRANTEE AMOUNT CONTACT PHONE

WA Everett Snohomish County Superior Court $22,051 Susan K. Neely 425/388-3554

WA Yakima Yakima County $27,490 Steven S. Hill 509/574-1520

WI Bowler Stockbridge-Munsee Community $18,990 David Raasch 920/432-8355

WI Keshena Menominee Indian Tribe of Wisconsin $28,112 Betty Jo Wozniak 715/799-5154



U.S. Department of Justice 
Office of Justice Programs Drug Court Implementation and Enhancement Grants

Fiscal Year 1998
July 10, 1998

(*) This is a tentative award amount pending final budget review
(m) Denotes a multijurisdictional grant
(e) Denotes an enhancement grant
(s) Denotes a special purpose grant
(p) Denotes granteepreviously  received a planning or implementation grant from OJP

STATE JURISDICTION GRANTEE AMOUNT * CONTACT PHONE

AL Tuscaloosa Tuscaloosa County Drug Court $200,000 Purcell P. Allen 205/349-3870, xt 744

AL Atmore Poarch Band of Creek Indians (p) $173,709 Teri Poust 334/368-9136

AZ Yuma Yuma County Adult Probation Center (p) $362,449 Martin J. Krizay 520/329-2210

AZ Window Rock Judicial Branch of the Navajo Nation $300,000 James W. Zion 520/871-7018

AZ Phoenix Maricopa County Juvenile Probation Dept.     $389,527 Gary Graham 602/506-5084

AR Little Rock Administrative Office of the Courts $159,469 J.D. Gingerich 501/682-9400

CA Compton Compton Municipal Court $239,945 Gloria D. Williams 310/603-7207

CA El Cajon San Diego County Drug Court System (m) (e) $297,763 Frederick Lear 619/441-4336

CA Indio Riverside County Probation Department (p) $400,000 Mike De Gasperin 760/863-8438

CA Los Angeles Los Angeles Superior Court $396,587 Beverly Marksbury 213/974-7982

CA Los Angeles Los Angeles County Board of $285,787 Robert Mimura 213/974-8398
Supervisors (m) (e)

CA Oroville Butte County Consolidated Courts (e) $299,356 Jane E. Pfeifer 530/538-7612

CA San Francisco Superior Court of San Francisco (p) $400,000 Margot Gibney 415/753-4439



U.S. Department of Justice 
Office of Justice Programs Drug Court Implementation and Enhancement Grants

Fiscal Year 1998
July 10, 1998

STATE JURISDICTION GRANTEE AMOUNT * CONTACT PHONE

(*) This is a tentative award amount pending final budget review
(m) Denotes a multijurisdictional grant
(e) Denotes an enhancement grant
(s) Denotes a special purpose grant
(p) Denotes granteepreviously  received a planning or implementation grant from OJP

CA San Francisco Judicial Council of California (m) (e) $300,000 Fran Jurcso 415/396-9151

CA San Bernardino Redlands Superior/Municipal Court $387,357 Debra Cima 909/387-6839

CA San Jose Santa Clara County Probation Department (e) $300,000 John Cavalli 408/299-2141

CA Santa Cruz County of Santa Cruz (p) $400,000 Christine E. Patton 408/454-2012

CA Visalia Tulare County Probation Department (e) $300,000 L. Ed Garber 209/733-6207

CT New Haven Connecticut State Judicial Branch (e) $300,000 William Carbone 860/257-1904

DE Wilmington Superior Court of Delaware (m) (e) $252,260 Thomas J. Ralston 302/577-2400, xt 252

DC Washington, D.C. District of Columbia Superior Court (p) $400,000 Eugene N. Hamilton 202/879-1600

FL Gainesville Alachua County Department of Court $300,000 Jim Santangelo 352/491-4634
Services (e)

FL Jacksonville 4th Judicial District/Court Administrative $198,898 H. Britt Beasley 904/630-1693
Office (e)

FL Jacksonville 4th Judicial District/Court Administrtive $398,946 H. Britt Beasley 904/630-1693
Office

FL Miami Miami Dade County (e) $175,443 E. Caroline Montoya 305/375-3902



U.S. Department of Justice 
Office of Justice Programs Drug Court Implementation and Enhancement Grants

Fiscal Year 1998
July 10, 1998

STATE JURISDICTION GRANTEE AMOUNT * CONTACT PHONE

(*) This is a tentative award amount pending final budget review
(m) Denotes a multijurisdictional grant
(e) Denotes an enhancement grant
(s) Denotes a special purpose grant
(p) Denotes granteepreviously  received a planning or implementation grant from OJP

FL Tampa 13th Judicial Circuit Court $ 99,511 Jim Downum 813/272-5451

GA Atlanta Fulton County Superior Court (e) $199,707 Judith A. Cramer 404/730-4518

HI Honolulu State of Hawaii Judiciary (e) $299,983 Ronald T. Hajime 808/539-4585

ID Boise Ada County District Court $386,569 John Traylor 208/364-2100

IL Decatur Macon County Circuit Court (p) $398,600 Don W. Meyer 217/424-1304

IL Kankakee Kankakee County Circuit Court $200,000 Judge Kendall Wenzelman 815/937-2915

IN Indianapolis Alcohol and Drug Services (p) $400,000 Lori Johnson 317/327-3044

LA Baton Rouge (m) Louisiana Office of Alcohol and Drug $216,735 Alton E. Hadley 504/342-6717
Abuse Prevention (m) (e)

LA Baton Rouge 19th Judicial District Court (e) $139,616 Paula Kleinpeter 504/389-4714

LA Alexandria Rapides Parish Police Jury (p) $379,228 Terry Bounds 318/448-1591

LA New Iberia Iberia Parish Council $339,651 Judge  Gerard B. Wattingy 318/369-4410

LA Monroe Ouachita Parish Police Jury $258,680 Lynn Tubb 318/327-1340

LA Thibodaux 17th Judicial District Court (p) $382,763 Judge John Erny, Jr. 504/446-1381



U.S. Department of Justice 
Office of Justice Programs Drug Court Implementation and Enhancement Grants

Fiscal Year 1998
July 10, 1998

STATE JURISDICTION GRANTEE AMOUNT * CONTACT PHONE

(*) This is a tentative award amount pending final budget review
(m) Denotes a multijurisdictional grant
(e) Denotes an enhancement grant
(s) Denotes a special purpose grant
(p) Denotes granteepreviously  received a planning or implementation grant from OJP

MD Annapolis Anne Arundel County (e) $204,364 Kristin Riggin 410/222-1740, xt.3045

MA Boston Trial Courts of Massachusetts (m) $575,412 Judge Sally Padden 617/367-5767

MA Framingham Framingham District Court (p) $399,540 Charles Ashe 508/872-3510

MI Detroit 36th District Court (p) $264,287 Joseph N. Baltimore 313/965-8720

MT Browning Blackfeet Tribal Court (p) $180,392 Susan Spotted Bear 406/338-5061

NE Omaha` Douglas County District Court (e) $200,000 Eric McMasters 402/354-4450

NV Las Vegas 8th Judicial District (e) $200,000 Kendis Stake 702/455-2060

NJ Elizabeth Union County Superior Court $392,562 Carol Venditto 908/527-4344

NJ Patterson New Jersey Superior Court (p) $389,851 James J. McCoy 973/881-7707

NM Aztec 11th Judicial District Court (p) $  99,926 Carol Kunkel 505/334-6151

NM Sante Fe New Mexico Administrative Office of the $270,963 Lisa Lightman 505/827-4624
Courts/3rd Judicial District (e)

NM Santa Fe New Mexico Supreme Court (s) $   49,056 Lisa Lightman 505/827-4624

NM Sante Fe New Mexico Supreme Court (s) $   47,466 Lisa Lightman 505/827-4624



U.S. Department of Justice 
Office of Justice Programs Drug Court Implementation and Enhancement Grants

Fiscal Year 1998
July 10, 1998

STATE JURISDICTION GRANTEE AMOUNT * CONTACT PHONE

(*) This is a tentative award amount pending final budget review
(m) Denotes a multijurisdictional grant
(e) Denotes an enhancement grant
(s) Denotes a special purpose grant
(p) Denotes granteepreviously  received a planning or implementation grant from OJP

NM Taos Pueblo of Taos $261,526 Judge Allan R. Toledo 505/751-0488

NY Bronx New York Unified Court System (p) $380,994 Michael Magnani 212/428-2109

NY Lackawanna New York Unified Court System (e) $168,637 Michael Magnani 212/428-2109

NY New York City New York Unified Court System (m) (e) $299,949 Michael Magnani 212/428-2109

NY Queens Queens Drug Treatment Court (p) $393,736 Michael Magnani 212/428-2109

NY Tonawanda New York Unified Court System (m) $589,335 Michael Magnani 212/428-2109

NY Rensselaer New York Unified Court System (p) $240,717 Michael Magnani 212/428-2109

NY Rockland New York Unified Court System (p) $300,205 Michael Magnani 212/428-2109

NC Cherokee Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians (p) $298,940 Donna Arch 828/497-5246

ND Belcourt Turtle Mountain Band of Chippewa (p) $388,883 Susan Davis-Decoteau 701/477-3121

OH Canton Stark County Common Pleas Court (p) $373,245 Marc R. Warner 330/438-0931

OH Columbus Supreme Court of Ohio (m) (e) $186,496 Michelle Hall 614/466-4199

OH Hamilton Butler County Court of Common Pleas (e) $231,340 Etta Sheldon 513/887-3950

OH Sandusky Erie County Drug Court (e) $297,674 Mary Zimmerman 419/627-6665



U.S. Department of Justice 
Office of Justice Programs Drug Court Implementation and Enhancement Grants

Fiscal Year 1998
July 10, 1998

STATE JURISDICTION GRANTEE AMOUNT * CONTACT PHONE

(*) This is a tentative award amount pending final budget review
(m) Denotes a multijurisdictional grant
(e) Denotes an enhancement grant
(s) Denotes a special purpose grant
(p) Denotes granteepreviously  received a planning or implementation grant from OJP

OH St. Clairsville Belmont County Juvenile Court (p) $161,117 Marcia Stahl 740/695-2121, xt. 107

OH Youngstown Mahoning Co. Alcohol & Drug Addiction $383,803 Dave Shaffer 330/743-9509
Services Board (p)

OK Purcell 21st Judicial District (m) $261,860 Candace L. Blalock 405/238-3486

OK Tahlequah 27th Prosecutorial District (m) (p) $600,000 Diane Barker Harrold 918/456-6173

OK Oklahoma City Oklahoma Department of Mental Health and $  35,220 JoAnn Bronstad 405/522-3857
Substance Abuse Service (s)

OK Okmulgee Muscogee Nation (p) $179,418 David Mullon, Jr. 918/756-8700, xt. 301

OR Eugene Lane County Circuit Court (e) $298,151 Judge Darryl L. Larson 541/682-4259

PA York York County Court of Common Pleas (p) $393,475 J. Robert Chuck 717/771-9234

PR San Juan Mental Health and Anti-Addiction Services $200,000 Norman Cruz-Matos 787/763-7575
Administration 

SC North Charleston Charleston County $346,951 Lenita Jacobs-Simmons 843/720-2206

TN Knoxville Knox County $304,307 Robert Vint 423/588-5550

TN Maryville Blount County (p) $397,276 Judge D. Kelly Thomas, Jr. 423/982-8810



U.S. Department of Justice 
Office of Justice Programs Drug Court Implementation and Enhancement Grants

Fiscal Year 1998
July 10, 1998

STATE JURISDICTION GRANTEE AMOUNT * CONTACT PHONE

(*) This is a tentative award amount pending final budget review
(m) Denotes a multijurisdictional grant
(e) Denotes an enhancement grant
(s) Denotes a special purpose grant
(p) Denotes granteepreviously  received a planning or implementation grant from OJP

TX Austin Travis County (e) $209,196 Lisa Freeman 512/708-4726

UT Vernal Uintah County (p) $154,247 Kenneth R. Wallentine 435/781-5435

VA Fredericksburg Rappahannock Regional Jail (m) (p) $450,000 Captain R.A. Martin 540/371-3838

VA Newport News City of Newport News (p) $400,000 Clyde E. Cristman 757/726-5400

VA Roanoke Virginia Public Defender Commission $ 84,095 Kelley E. Hellams 804/225-3297

WA Neah Bay Makah Indian Tribal Council (p) $239,387 Patty Manuel 360/645-3100

WA Olympia Thurston County Superior Court (p) $395,844 Ellen Goodman 360/357-2482

WA Port Orchard Kitsap County Adult Drug Court (m) (p)  $600,000 Betsy Bosch 360/895-4880

WA Spokane Spokane Co. Board of Commissioners $167,370 James R. Smith 509/459-6354

WA Tacoma Pierce County Superior Court (e) $200,000 Dean Wilson 253/502-5404

WY Sheridan Sheridan County Court (p) $389,028 Jodie Bear 307/674-2935
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Appendix I
Drug Court Monitoring, Evaluation, and Management Information

Systems && Recommendations for Follow up to the Focus Group Meetings
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Application Checklist

All applications must include the following in the order listed:

1. Completed Application for Federal Assistance (SF 424) as presented in Appendix A.

2. Information Page as presented on page 33.

3. A one-page abstract, as presented on page 33, summarizing the goals and objectives of the
entire grant request.

4. Narrative Requirements as presented on page33�a separate one for each initiative.

5. Work Plan as presented on page 34�a separate one for each initiative.

6. Budget Detail Worksheet and Narrative, which follows the format presented in Appendix
B�a separate one for each initiative.

    
7. Management and Organizational Capability as presented on page 35.

8 Assurances and Certifications as presented in Appendix C.


